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Says the N. Y. Herald, Aug. 21, 1897.—An extra edition of Tur 
AmzriIcCAN LAWYER has just been published by Stumpf & Steurer. 
It is a most valuable work, containing. as it does, a history of the 
Bench.and Bar of the Greater New York, as well as portraits and 
biographies of the most prominent lawyers. For purposes of refer- 
ence a work of this kind will be found very usefal, and it is issued 
in attractive style, there is no doubt that it will become popular 
with those to whom it appeals. 


Wake Forest, N. C., Sept. 2, 1897.—I enclose check for $1 to pay 
ny subscription to THz AMFRICAN Lawyer. [ think I can truth- 
ly say that I get more for this dollar than for any money I invest 
papers or magazines, N. Y. GULLEY. 
Lincoln Neb., Sept. 21, 1897.—I read with great satisfaction 
the legal addresses I find in the Lawyer. J. C. CROOKER. 
Kansas City, Mo., Sept. 22, 1897.—We have taken these publi- 
¢ations of yours for a long time and could not ‘‘keep house” without 
¢ither. This is one of the few cases in which we feel that we have 
amply had “‘value received.” No lawyer can afford to get along 
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y ex: without the AMERICAN LAWYER. ABBoTT & PICKARD. 
Cincinnati, Ohio, Oct. 2, 1897.—We consider the AMERICAN 
Lawyer one of the most interesting journals which comes to our 
table, and we are more than pleased to exchange with it. 
od in J. W. SpraGcue, Manager Express Gazette. 














La Salle, Ill., Sept. 30, 1897.—[ am very much pleased with 
your journal and request you to furnish me with said journal from 
IEGLER. 








Row on. W. J. 
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In this issue the attention of our readers is called to 
the article from the pen of William Wirt Henry, grand- 
son of Patrick Henry, upon the trial of Aaron Burr for 
treason. A paper by Justice William J. Gaynor, upon 
the arrest and trial of Jesus, and a paper by Judge Finley. 





The Wernicke system elastic bookcases has moved 
its plant from St. Paul to Grand Rapids, Mich., where it 
will be nearer to the greater part of the trade. The ca- 
pacity for manufacturing their cases will be doubled, 
and their facilities for handling their immense business 
will be greatly bettered. The Wernicke Company is one 
of the great manufacturing establishments of this coun- 
try. 





The “Collector & Cummercial Lawyer” for November, in a 
general way criticises the list of attorneys as published 
by the “American Lawyer” for Colorado. No published 
list of attorneys is perfect and can never be made so, and 
no publication knows this better than the “Commercial 
Lawyer,” which acknowledges this fact in its every issue. 
We believe that every publisher of such a list is constant- 
ly exerting every effort to publish a clean list. We have 
therefore not looked very favorably upon those pub- 
lishers who have been spending much of their time and 
space in calling attention to the real or imaginary errors 
in the list of attorneys in other publications when they 
could be more profitably directing their efforts in the 
perfection of their own. The “Commercial Lawyer’s” 
list contains a number of names of lawyers that have 
been dropped from the “American Lawyer” for cause 
long ago. The “Commercial Lawyer” says with refer- 
ence to attorney’s list in another publication: “Serious 
complaints have been made by these correspondents as 
to four other attorneys in this list for Colorado, but the 
nature of these complaints is such that we cannot safely 
print them.” If the complaints are founded upon facts, 
why can’t you? A general sweeping charge or reference 
is neither fair to attorneys nor to publishers. 





In another column in this issue we call attention to 
the advertisement of the Sunnyside Book Case Com- 
pany. The extension bookcase manufactured by this 
company is worthy of investigation. 





We observe that a number of our contemporaries are 
in the habit of transferring to their own columns original 
matter appearing in the Albany Law Journal without the 
common courtesy of indicating its source. In some 
other cases, one or perhaps two articles are properly 











credited, while several others are used bodily without 
credit. This is a practice which ought to be condemned 
and discouraged by all right-minded journalists. Apart 
from the questionable morality of the thing, it not infre- 
quently leads to improper credits involving the rankest 
injustice. For example, the Minnesota Law Journal for 
August, which is before us, contains, among other very 
interesting matter, the story of the Albany medical ex- 
pert and the manikin, original with us, but which we 
find credited to the Washington Law Reporter, which 
took it from our columns and published it as original 
matter. Our esteemed Minnesota contemporary, in its 
desire to do justice, thus accomplished the very opposite 
by giving credit where it was (supposed to be) due. This 
is only one case of a number which have occurred within 
the past few months. We hope it will not be found nec- 
essary to say anything further on this somewhat unpleas- 
ant subject. Our contemporaries are entirely at liberty 
to help themselves and their readers to any of the good 
things which we are constantly publishing (except spe- 
cially copyrighted matter), but we must insist that they 
give credit where credit belongs—Albany Law Journal. 

The American Lawyer is subjected to the same treat- 
ment, and joins heartily in protesting against this unpro- 
fessional conduct. 








EMPLOYEES. 

Before the Walter A. Wood Mowing and Reaping 
Machine Company went into the hands of Seymour Van 
Santvoord and others as receivers, Wilson E. Palmer was 
in its employ to make sales of its machines, to pack and 
unpack them and to set them up for purchasers. An 
order of the Third Appellate Division (N. Y.), affirming 
a direction of the Special Term of the Supreme Court 
that the receivers pay Palmer’s claim for wages, has now 
been upheld by the Court of Appeals, which decided, in 
an opinion by Chief Judge Andrews, Judge Bartlett dis- 
senting, that Mr. Palmer was an employe of the com- 
pany within the meaning of the law of 1885, giving the 
employes, operators and laborers of a corporation for 
which a receiver had been appointed a preference for 
wages due them. The mere fact that the employment 
was such as might be designated as an agency was held 
not to be alone sufficient to take the case out of the pro- 
tection of the act. Bookkeepers and persons employed 
to make sale of merchandise, or of property manufac- 
tured by the corporation, were held to be “employes” 
within the meaning of the act, and their compensation 
earned is “wages” whether such persons are employed by 
the day, or month, or year, and whether their compensa- 
tion is denominated salary or wages in the contract of 
employment. 








UNJUST CRITICISMS OF JURY’S. 
Carefully selecting twelve good men and true and 
submitting to them a question of the highest human im- 
port—the question of life and death—the law says, in 
effect: “You are not good men and true. You have this 
duty to perform, but we will not trust you in its dis- 
charge. You are, as our treatment of you will show, bad 
men and false. We will for the time of trial rob you of 
your liberty, subject you to inconveniences almost in- 
calculable; we will demand of you that you agree as one 
man, and, while we permit the court to be at liberty, the 
court of whom we have no assurance that he is a 
man or true, we will put you in charge of a petty bailiff 
and hold you like a common thief.” 
This in pursuance of common law which is not in ac- 
cord with common sense. It is a method that comes 
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down to us from a country and an age so ignorant as to 
believe in the trial by fire, in the wager of battle. It isa 
relic of barbarism and continued use of it is a reflection 
upon the intelligence, fairness and decency of our own 
time. 

The above is from an article in the Chicago Chronicle, 
doubtless inspired by the Leutgert trial. The erroneous 
statement, of course, can have no effect upon legal minds, 
but among laymen such assertions from the press have a 
pernicious influence. It is a noteworthy fact that in at- 
tempting to criticise legal proceedings the daily press 
generally errs, because unlearned in the law and its rules 
of procedure. It is by reason of this fact that such state- 
ments ought not to be made. 








DISCLOSURE OF TRADE SECRETS. 





An interesting question was raised by injunction pro- 
ceedings in the case of O. & W. Thum Company v. 
Tloczynski (Mich.), reported in 72 N. W., 140. The 
question was whether an employe, when his employment 
terminates, had the right to make use of the secrets nec- 
essarily confided to him by his employer in the conduct 
of the business, when there was an agreement when he 
was employed that he should not make use of such secret 
knowledge so imparted to him to the detriment of his 
employer, and, if he attempts to do so, can he be re- 
strained by writ of injunction? 

The complainants were manufacturers of sticky fly 
paper, and filed the bill to restrain the defendant from 
communicating to others the secret processes, methods 
and knowledge of secret machinery used in manufactur- 
ing the fly paper, which was learned by the defendant 
while in complainants’ employ. The evidence showed 
that defendant’s employment was upon the agreement 
that he would not use the information imparted to him 
to the detriment of the complainants. 

The defendant contended that an injunction could 
not be properly granted in a case like the present, where 
no decree for a specific performance could be made, 
where, as in this case, the court had not the means of 
seeing that its decree would be carried out. But this 
rule only applies where the decree asked was for the per- 
formance of an affirmative act, where the agreement was 
of an indefinite and uncertain character, instead of en- 
forcing a definite agreement not to do’an act. 

While the general rule is that one who invents or dis- 
covers a secret process of manufacture has not an ex- 
clusive right to it as against the public, or as against 
those who, in good faith, acquire knowledge of it; yet 
he has such a property right in it as to entitle him to the 
protection of the law as against one who, in violation of a 
contract and breach of confidence, attempts to apply it 
to his own use, or to impart the knewledge to third per- 
sons. 

It was said by Mr. Justice Gray in the case of Pea- 
body v. Norfolk, 98 Mass., 452, that it is settled in that 
State that a secret art is the subject of legal property, and 
that a bond for the exclusive right to it is not open to the 
objection of being in restraint of trade, but may be en- 
forced by an action at law, and requires the obligor not 
to divulge the secret to any other person. Wherever the 
question has been raised the courts have held in accord- 
ance with the opinion of Mr. Justice Gray. In the pres- 
ent case the defendant contended that to enforce such a 
contract would be void, because in restraint of trade, 
citing the cases of Richardson v. Buhl, 77 Mich., 632, 43 
N. W., 1,102, Association v. Starking, 84 Mich., 76, 47 
N. W., 604. But those cases are not in point. Those 
cases were upon contracts which attempted to create 
a monopoly by providing that established industries 
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should cease to do business, which rendered the con- 


tract unlawful. It is difficult to understand how the 
rule of law “in restraint of trade” could apply in jus- 
tice to one whom it was sought to restrain from makin 
use of that which he had not discovered, to which he had 
no right, and to the use of which he had agreed, spe- 
cifically or impliedly, not to make to the detriment of his 
employer. The court held that one who discovers and 
keeps secret a process of manufacture, whether or not it 
is a proper subject of a patent, has such a property right 
therein; that equity would protect by injunction against 
one who, in violation of contract and in breach of conf- 
dence, attempts to apply the secret to his own use or to 
disclose it to another. 


QUALIFICATION OF JURORS. 











It is not very frequent that courts of last resort, when 
granting a rehearing, reverse their original opinion. In 
doing so, however, it is not infrequently the case that, in 
the light of all the circumstances, the original opinion is 
erroneously overruled, as it evidently was in the case of 
State v. Williams, Louisiana, as reported in 22 So., 759. 
The question was upon the qualification of Anatole He- 
bert to serve as a juror in the trial of the defendant Will- 
iams upon the charge of manslaughter. Hebert was ten- 
dered as a juror, and upon examination, upon his voir 
dire, the court held that he was competent, and the de- 
fendant’s counsel was forced to exhaust his peremptory 
challenge, and was thus forced to submit to objectionable 
talesmen being sworn in as jurymen. Hebert’s disquali- 
fication was due to the fact that he had conversed with 
his brother, Ignace Hebert, about the case, Ignace hav- 
ing been one of the jury who tried the defendant on the 
first trial for murder and found him guilty of man- 
slaughter. From the conversation Anatole had with his 
brother he had formed an opinion which he still enter- 
tained, though in response to inquiries from the court he 
said he had not discussed the facts with any of the wit- 
nesses, nor heard any of them give their versions of the 
case, and that, notwithstanding the conversation with his 
brother, he could discard from his mind any inpression it 
had made and try the case according to the law and the 
evidence. 

After citing and considering the authorities upon the 
question of jurors’ qualifications, tested by the testimony 
of Anatole, the Supreme Court, in its original opinion, 
said: “We have no doubt that Hebert honestly and 
truly believed that he could enter the jury box thor- 
oughly unbiased and impartial, but the fact remains that 
he had been thrown under influences which would lead 
almost unavoidably (and very frequently without con- 
sciousness of the fact) to a condition of mind other than 
that which would conduce to the fair and impartial trial 
guaranteed to the citizen. The opinion of the juror, such 
as he had, had not been based upon mere newspaper re- 
ports or mere rumors, not even from statements of wit- 
nesses, in whom he may or may not have had confidence, 
but upon a discussion with one of the jurors who had 
tried the accused and rendered a verdict against him, and 
that juror a brother of his. An opinion formed under 
such circumstances is one which is too dangerous to the 
accused to be discarded by a declaration of the partv en- 
tertaining it that he can throw it aside, however reliable 
that person may be. We think the challenge of the juror 
for cause should have been sustained.” 

Upon further consideration the court granted a re- 
hearing for the reason, as it said: “Upon a more careful 
consideration of the question we granted a rehearing, 
having an apprehension that our opinion might be 
deemed and considered a departure from the course of 





previous decisions by this court.” 
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The precedent established by the decisions of Louisi- 
ana, which the court was loath to turn the tide against, 
are to the effect that it is only such an opinion that is 
fixed and settled, founded upon a fair statement and 
knowledge of the facts, that is disqualifying. Hebert had 
an opinion which he could not have been in possession 
of without having ascertained from some source knowl- 
edge of the facts as evidence connected with the case 
upon which to form that opinion. 

While he may have been sincere in the belief that he 
could render a fair, impartial and unbiased verdict from 
the evidence, yet we all know that it is impossible for the 
human mind to unseat the conscious or unconscious 
prejudice, bias or opinion that has been placed there 
through the influence of one of the strongest ties that 
bind the human family. There is a vast difference in 
conversing with a single witness in whom only the usual 
confidence was placed, and who knew only such facts as 
were confined to his own personal knowledge, and a con- 
yersation held with a brother who had sat as a juror and 
heard all the witnesses, and who had imparted the knowl- 
edge, together with his prejudicial opinion, to his brother, 
who immediately after the conversation took his seat as 
a juror, who was mentally incapacitated to entertain any- 
thing else but a fixed and settled opinion by reason of 
such influences. While Hebert might have imagined his 
mental condition to be such as to enable him to render a 
fair and impartial verdict, yet to permit a juror to sit in 
a case under such conditions is permitting a too generous 
and dangerous practice to exist, in order to follow prece- 
dents which are not precedents, and at the possible ex- 
pense of human life. 

Opinions held by men under such circumstances are 
really fixed and settled within the meaning of the law, 
and ought to be so held by the courts. 








CONTEMPT OF COURT. 


As to what constitutes a contempt of court is always 


of more than usual interest to the profession, because of | 


its infrequency, and by reason of the important and gen- 
erally new questions raised. 


consin in the case of the State vs. Circuit Court of Eau 
Claire County, 72 N. W., 193. 


In March, 1897, the Circuit Court of Eau Claire | 


County was in session, Judge Bailey presiding in the 
trial of cases. Judge Bailey’s term as judge was to ex- 
pire in January, 1898: The election of his successor was 
to take place in April, 1897. Judge Bailey was a can- 
didate for re-election. Two other candidates were in the 
field for the judgeship. The petitioner Ashbaugh was 
the editor and publisher of a newspaper in Eau Claire, 
and the petitioner Doolittle was a lawyer in the same 
city. Both petitioners were opposed to the re-election of 
Judge Bailey. On March 11 Doolittle published in Ash- 
baugh’s paper an article in which he charged the judge 
with being extravagant in the management of the busi- 
ness of the court, with being partial and unfair in respect 
to his official conduct in the trial of causes, and with 
being influenced by corrupt motives. All of these 
charges referred to cases that had been decided, and not 
to matters then pending or on trial. On March 31 an 
editorial appeared in the same paper opposing the judge’s 
candidacy and summarizing the charges against him 
which had been made in Doolittle’s article. April 1 
Judge Bailey, on his own motion, made an order requir- 
ing Hayden & Frawley to commence contempt proceed- 
ings against Ashbaugh and Doolittle because of such 
publications. The same day a sworn petition was pre- 
sented in which was set forth the facts of the publica- 





A decision of much interest | 
was recently handed down by the Supreme Court of Wis- | 





tion of the articles, and alleging that Ashbaugh and Doo- 
little had circulated the articles among the officers of the 
court and people who had been summoned as jurors. 
Upon this petition an order was made requiring Doo- 
little and Ashbaugh to appear at 3 o’clock the same day 
and show cause why they should not be punished for the 
alleged contempt. An appearance was made by the 
gentlemen at the designated time, and they asked for 
further time, which was granted until half-past seven 
o'clock p. m. of the same day, at which time they filed 
an affidavit alleging the truth of the articles, and asked 
for further time in which to answer, but were denied. 
Interrogatories were then served upon them, and they 
were required to appear at 10 o'clock the next day. 
When that time arrived an alternative writ of prohibition 
from the Supreme Court was served upon Judge Bailey, 
whereupon he announced that he would not proceed fur- 
ther with the pending proceedings, but immediately made 
an order adjudging Ashbaugh and Doolittle in contempt 
in the immediate presence of the court because of their 
having filed their affidavit alleging the truth of the arti- 
cles, and committing them to jail for thirty days, the im- 
prisonment to commence at once. The commitment 
was placed in the hands of the Sheriff, but was not exe- 
cuted. 


The question involved in the case was, whether the 
publication of the articles in question constituted crim- 
inal contempt. It was contended that the acts consti- 
tuted at least constructive contempt, if not direct con- 
tempt, and several authorities were cited in support of 
that theory. But the cases cited all referred to actions 


| or proceedings then pending and which were undecided. 


In the present case the articles referred only to the ac- 
tions of the judge in the performance of his judicial duties 
respecting former cases, and nothing was said or done 
that would tend to prejudice the cause of justice in the 
court or influence the then pending litigation, because it 


| was not charged that the articles were brought into the 
| immediate presence of the court. As to whether articles 


adversely commenting upon the acts of courts in cases 
which have been decided constitute contempt, there is 
some conflict of authority, but it is difficult to understand 
upon what grounds it is held that such publications con- 
stitute constructive contempt. It is maintained that such 


| comments tend to lessen the respect due the courts, and 


indirectly impairs their usefulness. That such discus- 
sion diminishes the confidence of the people in the courts. 
But such reasoning is too mythical, and undoubtedly in- 
vades the great constitutional privileges and guarantees 


| of freedom of speech and press which is one of the arch 


stones upon which was builded the fundamental prin- 
ciples of this Government. The weight of authority is, 


| happily, contrary to this view. 


Mr. Justice Winslow, who wrote the opinion, said: 
“We are well persuaded that newspaper comments on 
cases finally decided prior to the publication cannot be 
considered criminal contempt, and our reasons for that 
conclusion will be briefly stated. Important as it is that 
courts should perform their grave public duties unim- 
peded and unprejudiced by illegitimate influences, there 
are other rights guaranteed to all citizens by our con- 
stitution and form of government, either expressly or im- 
pliedly, which are fully as important, and which must be 
guarded with an equally jealous care. These rights are 
the right of free speech and of free publication of the 
citizen’s sentiments on all subjects; also the right to freely 
discuss the merits and qualifications of a candidate for 
public office, being responsible for the abuse of such right 
in a proper action of law. In the present case it is of the 
utmost importance to bear in mind that Judge Bailey 
was a candidate before the people for re-election. Had 
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he been a candidate for any other office it would not be 
contended by any one that the publications in question 
would afford ground for any other legal action than an 
action for libel in the regular course of law; but the claim 
is that because he was a judge, and was holding court at 
that time, such unfavorable criticism of his past actions 
may be summarily punished by the judge himself as for 
contempt. Truly, it must be a grievous and weighty ne- 
cessity which will justify so arbitrary a proceeding, 
whereby a candidate for office becomes the accuser, judge 
and jury, and may within a few hours summarily punish 
his critics by imprisonment. The result of such a doc- 
trine is that all unfavorable criticism of a sitting judge’s 
past official action can be stopped by the judge himself, 
or, if not stopped, can be punished by immediate im- 
prisonment. If there be any more effective way to gag 
the press and subvert freedom of speech we do not know 
where to find it. Under such a rule the merits of a sit- 
ting judge may be rehearsed, but as to his demerits 
there must be profound silence. In our judgment no 
such divinity as this ‘doth hedge about’ a judge; cer- 
tainly not when he is a candidate for public office. 

* * * But another claim was made by the counsel 
who so ably represented Judge Bailey in this court 
which requires some attention. It appears by the return 
that immediately upon the service of the alternative writ 
upon him Judge Bailey announced that he would pro- 
ceed no further with the pending proceedings, and that 
they were stayed. After making this announcement, 
however, the judge at once stated that a new contempt 
had been committed by Ashbaugh and Doolittle in the 
immediate presence of the court by the filing of their 
sworn return or affidavit in response to the original order 
to show cause, stating that the charges in the newspaper 
articles were true; that this contempt was independent 
of the alleged contempt by publication, and was not in- 
cluded within the inhibition of the writ, and that he would 
at once punish them for this contempt. Thereupon the 
judge proceeded to at once adjudge them guilty of this 
new contempt and sentenced them to imprisonment 
therefor. We are unable to agree with this contention. 
If, as we have held, the original publication was not con- 
tempt, and the attempt to punish it as such was in excess 
of the jurisdiction of the court, then certainly the de- 
fendants had a right when summoned into court to allege 
its truth. They were forced, if they were in any degree 
honorable men and not mere slanderers, to allege the 
truth of the publication. Any other cOurse would dem- 
onstrate their pusillanimity. It cannot be endured that 
a court, by unauthorized summary proceedings, should 
wring from a man such a declaration and then abandon 
the original proceedings and punish this forced decla- 
‘ration as contempt.” 








THE TRIAL OF AARON BURR FOR TREASON. 





Address of William Wirt Henry of Richmond, President of the 
Virginia State Bar Association; Delivered August 3, 1897. 





Gentlemen of the Virginia State Bar Association: 

Perhaps no member of this association. would have ap- 
preciated more highly the honor conferred by the election as 
its president than myself. From my early boyhood I desired 
to become a lawyer. My profession has been my life’s work, 
and my earnest endeavor has been to render myself, both in 
acauirement and conduct, a worthy member of our most 
honorable calling. To be honored by my brethren is therefore 
to me an honor, indeed. And this honor is greatly enhanced 
in value when I consider the personnel of this association and 
the distinguished jurists who have preceded me as its presid- 
ing officers. Indeed, when we consider the high character 
which has always been borne by the Virginia bar, the genius 
and acquirements which have distinguished so many of its 
members, we may justly be proud of the past; while we should 
feel, in view of that past, the greatest responsibility of the 
present and the greater obligation toward those who are to 
succeed us. And in performing the duties incumbent upon us 
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we cannot too often seek inspiration from the examples of 
those who have made the pages of our history glorious. Ip. 
deed, it is the special duty of our association to keep green 
their memories. 

Thoughts like these have determined me, in the address it 
becomes my duty to make on this occasion, to direct your at- 
tention for a brief period to a great case, which ninety years 
ago brought the Richmond bar prominently before the conti. 
nent, and won for it the distinction of being the equal of any, 
if not the ablest, bar in the United States; a case in which 
our greatest judge presided over the trial of a man great in 
intellect and position, indicted for the greatest of all crimes 
by the most distinguished Grand Jury that was ever impan- 
nelled, and in which both the prosecution and defense included 
some of the foremost advocates of the day. The case I have 
selected is the trial of Aaron Burr for treason, in the year 
1807, before the United States Circuit Court at Richmond. 

Before entering upon his trial, let me recall some of the 
prominent events in the life of Aaron Burr. If there be any 
truth in the claim that talents are hereditary, Aaron Burr was 
entitled to the great talents he possessed by right of inheri- 
tance. His father, a Presbyterian divine, was a man of extra- 
ordinary intellect, of great learning and of commanding elo- 
quence. Selected as the second president of Princeton Col- 
lege, he for nine years directed its affairs, laying the foundation 
of that great school of learning. The beautiful and gifted 
daughter of the great Jonathan Edwards was the mother of 
Burr. But if moral qualities, like physical and mental char- 
acteristcs, are likewise hereditary, Aaron Burr exhibited a 
notable exception to the rule. His parents were both deeply 
pious, but both died while he was a youth, and he early de- 
veloped an alarming tendency toward irreligion as regards 
faith, and immorality in regard to conduct. In truth, he de- 
liberately discarded St. Paul as a model in manners and con- 
duct, and selected as his model the polished and immoral Lord 
Chesterfield. In doing this he turned his back on the sincere 
piety and uprightness of his parents, and under the exterior 
of a polished gentleman he concealed the depraved morals of a 
Rochester. 

The early development of young Burr was phenomenal. At 
the age of thirteen he entered Princeton, for which he was 
prepared at eleven, but was refused on account of his age; and 
at sixteen he graduated with the highest honors of the institu- 
tion. His reputation as the most brilliant student ever edu- 
cated at the college remained until it was equaled, if not 
eclipsed, by a son of Judge Roger A. Pryor, Theodorick Pryor, 
whose early death deprived his country of a genius of the first 
order. 

Soon after leaving college young Burr volunteered in the 
Continental army besieging Boston, and was in the fatal ex- 
pedition against Canada. In the assault on Quebec he greatly 
distinguished himself as aid to the ill-fated Montgomery, and 
he refused to leave the field with his retreating comrades till he 
had secured the body of his stalwart commander, which, 
though small of stature, he bore upon his shoulders beyond the 
reach of the British. His cool and imperturbable conduct in 
action won for him great applause; and, on his return from 
Canada, Washington gave him a position on his staff. But 
that admirable judge of men soon discovered that Burr was 
lacking in the moral principles which lay at the foundation of 
all good character, and the two men parted with feelings of 
aversion, never changed in after life—Washington regarding 
Burr as thoroughly unprincipled, and Burr despising Wash- 
ington and ever underrating his services to his country. 

The bravery and genius of Burr, however, brought him pro- 
motion in the army, and as commander of a regiment he 
showed himself an accomplished soldier. At the end of the 
war he did not lay aside its arts, but carried them into his 
chosen profession—the law—and, indeed, into every walk of 
life. He strove for victory in every enterprise, and he hesi- 
tated not at any means which was necessary to accomplish his 
ends. The destruction of those who stood in his way was his 
object, and any artifice to effect this he deemed meritorious. 

At the close of the Revolution Burr married happily, and 
settled in the city of New York as a lawyer; and very soon he 
and Alexander Hamilton were recognized as leaders of the 
bar. But his restless spirit was not satisfied with the triumphs 
of his profession. He entered the arena of politics. In this 
his rise was so rapid as to be without precedent. In 1783 he 
was elected to the Legislature of New York; in 1789 was made 
Attorney General of the State; in 1791 was elected a Senator of 
the United States; in 1792 was nominated for the Supreme 
Court of the State, which he declined; in 1800 he was voted for 
as President of the United States, receiving the same number 
of votes as Mr. Jefferson. The election was, thereupon, thrown 
into the House of Representatives, where, after a prolonged 
struggle, Jefferson was elected President; and, as the Constitu- 
tion then provided, Burr, who received the next highest vote, 
became Vice-President. In that high office he conducted him- 
self with distinguished ability. During his term the impeach- 
ment of Judge Chase was tried in the Senate, and his conduct 
as presiding officer was said to be worthy of all praise. But 
before his term expired he was guilty of an act which proved 
to be his ruin. Both at the bar and in politics Burr and Ham- 
ilton had been opponents and rivals for years. Hamilton had 
been imprudent in expressing to his friends and others his low 
estimate of Burr’s moral character, and some one had been 
still more imprudent in putting Hamilton’s opinion of Burr in 
a newspaper. Burr, on seeing the publication, addressed a let- 
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ter to Hamilton demanding a disavowal of the language. This 
Hamilton was not prepared to make in the terms required, yet 
he attempted to avoid a personal difficulty, but in vain. Burr 
seems to have determined to kill his rival. He challenged him 
to a duel, and by all means in his power forced Hamilton to 
meet him, although the latter attempted to avoid such an 
issue in every way considered honorable, except to decline out- 
right, which, as such matters were then regarded, would have 
disgraced him in the eyes of the public. On July ll, 1804, the 
duel was fought soon after sunrise on the bank of the Hud- 
son, under the heights of Weehawken, and Hamilton fell mor- 
tally wounded. The cool and imperturbable conduct of Burr 
on the occasion was without precedent. At daybreak of the 
fatal morning when a friend entered his chamber to arrange 
for the meeting, Burr was found to be in profound sleep. On 
the ground he waited till Hamilton’s pistol had fired, ap- 
parently before it was aimed, and then deliberately took aim 
at a vital part of his body and fired. Returning to his home 
in the city, he went into his library and commenced his usual 
employment, when a cousin from Connecticut called and was 
entertained at breakfast. Neither in his manner nor conversa- 
tion was there any evidence of excitement or concern; and 
when his guest, on leaving the house and going into the city, 
was met with the rumors of the duel, he denounced them as 
false, se convinced was he by Col. Burr’s manner that noth- 
ing of the sort could have happened. Twenty-five years after- 
ward he visited the scene of the duel, placed a friend on the 
spot where Hamilton stood, took his own position, and went 
over the details of the duel, justifying himself for having 
killed Hamilton. 


This celebrated duel had two effects. The bullet that took 
the life of Alexander Hamilton destroyed the future of Aaron 
Burr in this life, if not in the life beyond. The fall of so great 
aman as Hamilton, under the circumstances made known by 
the published correspondence leading up to the duel, aroused 
the most intense feeling against Burr, not only among the 
Federalists, of whom Hamilton was the acknowledged leader, 
but among the better class of the Republicans, with which 
party Burr acted. Two grand juries, one in New York, where 
Hamilton died, and one in New Jersey, where he was shot, 
indicted Burr for murder. The feeling aroused against him 
was directed against the practice of dueling, and was the 
cause of its being put under the ban of society in the North. 
Burr escaped from the city of New York and made his way 
to the home of Joseph Alston of South Carolina, who had 
married Theodosia, his only child. The attachment between 
this beautiful and talented woman and her father was the one 
thing which prevents that father from being utterly despicable 
in his after life; and the sad taking off of herself and her son, 
her only child, was the stroke that completed the wreck of 
this remarkable man. Though under indictments for murder 
which he dare not face, Burr continued to preside over the 
Senate till the close of his term, and then, a fugitive from his 
home in New York, he traveled in the Western and South- 
western portions of the United States, which then embraced 
the Louisiana purchase, with a view of finding some place 
where he might begin life anew. It was a time when our re- 
lations with Spain threatened open rupture, and a military 
force under Gen. James Wilkinson, Commander-in-Chief of the 
United States Army, was stationed near the boundary line of 
Mexico, ready for any emergency, and when the people in the 
Mississippi valley, not yet connected with the East by rail- 
roads crossing the Alleghanies, were believed to be indifferent 
to the Union, which had been for so long a time delinquent 
in guarding their interests which were involved in obtaining 
from Spain the free navigation of the Mississippi to the Gulf. 
It is well known that after the Revolution both Spain and 
England plotted to separate this magnificent territory from 
the Eastern States, and that many in the New England States 
were not averse to the separation. 


The fertile, restless brain of Burr, taking advantage of con- 
ditions which seemed moré favorable for his designs than they 
really were, conceived the idea of conquering Mexico, divid- 
ing the Union by the Alleghany Mountains, and making him- 
self the ruler of a new empire embracing this vast territory, 
with his capital at New Orleans. To conceal his plans from 
the public, he purchased of one Balstrop 400,000 acres of land 
on the Washita, in the Louisiana territory, and gave out that 
he wanted men to settle this tract. The scheme seems to us 
now to have been the dream of a madman, and yet in the then 
condition of Mexico, dissatisfied with Spanish rule, and of the 
Western States and Territories, bearing the burdens and en- 
joying but few of the benefits of the Union, the scheme did 
not seem impracticable to this bold, ambitious and desperate 
man; and he managed to enlist with him some men of decided 
ability, and of experience as public officers. Among these were 
Joseph Alston, his son-in-law, and the future Governor of 
South Carolina; Jonathan Dayton, an ex-Speaker of the House 
of Representatives and later a Senator from New Jersey, and 
John Smith, an ex-Senator from Ohio. The man, however, who 
Was most prominently connected with Burr in the eyes of the 
Public was Herman Blannerhasset. This man, whose connec- 
tion with Burr was so pathetically disastrous, was an Irish- 
man of wealth and culture, who had purchased, and greatly 
improved for his home, an island in the Ohio River, a few miles 
below Marietta. On a voyage down the Ohio, Burr had called 
at the island, and had been hospitably entertained by Blan- 
nerhasset and his accomplished wife. He soon discovered that 
his host was of that impulsive, confiding character which made 











him an easy victim to his alluring plans. With the captivating 
address for which he was celebrated, Burr attached Blanner- 
hasset to his schemes, and soon had his energies and his for- 
tune at his command. It seems that Burr did not confide to 
all his associates the full extent of his schemes, but kept back 
from nearly all of them his designs on the integrity of the 
Union. He made prominent his proposal to revolutionize 
Mexico, and to at least detach from Spanish control the north- 
ern part, now constituting the State of Texas. He claimed 
that he had assurances that the army and navy of the United 
State would join him, and that England, if not active in his 
behalf, would not interfere. Many men were enlisted in his 
enterprise by promise of fortunes in Mexico, or by interests 
in the Balstrop purchase. Burr’s reliance on aid from the 
United States army was based upon his faith in Gen. James 
Wilkinson, Commander-in-Chief and Governor of the Territory 
of Louisiana, who with a small force was facing the Spanish 
in the disputed territory along the Sabine River. 


This man, who played false to Burr, and by so doing 
thwarted his plans, occupies an unenviable position on the 
page of his country’s history. He had been with Burr in the 
campaigns against Canada during the Revolution, and had 
been his intimate friend afterward. He had early displayed 
a disposition for intrigue, being one of the Conway cabal, 
formed to displace Washington from the command of the Con- 
tinental army. After the Revolution he had moved to Ken- 
tucky, and had been the agent of Spain in her attempts to 
corrupt the leading men of the Mississippi valley, with a view 
to the separation of the Western territory from the Eastern 
States. He had for years enjoyed a pension from Spain, and 
had been charged with the disposition of the corruption fund 
she furnished for the dirty work he had undertaken. His 
enmity to Washington had made him a Republican, and Mr. 
Jefferson, ignor*nt of his true character, had given him the 
high positions of Commander-in-Chief of the army and Gov- 
ernor of Louis 1na. Burr counted on him to commence hos- 
tilities with Sy xin, and thus furnish a pretext for his contem- 
plated invasion, which he claimed would be welcomed by the 
Catholic priesthood and others, and would be favored by the 
United States authorities, and so made successful. After ar- 
ranging for a rendezvous of enlisted men on Blanner- 
hasset’s island to be conveyed down the river in boats, and to 
be joined at the mouth of the Cumberland by others gathered 
in Tennessee and Kentucky, led by himself, Burr wrote a 
letter to Wilkinson in cypher and sent it by an intimate friend, 
Samuel Swartout, apprising him that everything was ready 
for the realization of his plans; that he expected to be at 
Natchez between December 5 and 15 with the first detachment 


‘of his men, numbering between five hundred and a thousand, 


and that Wilkinson should meet him there to be second in 
command, and to plan for their future movements. This let- 
ter was delivered by Swartout on Oct. 8, 1806, who orally in- 
formed Wilkinson of such details as had been determined 
upon. Wilkinson was now brought face to face with a most 
important question. Ought he to give up his position in the 
army and civil service of the United States to engage in a 
scheme of very doubtful issue, to say the least of it; a scheme 
which defied the laws and required him to be untrue to that 
country whose commission he bore, and to Spain, whose pen- 
sioner he had been. He determined to turn his back on Burr, 
and, moreover, to dispatch a messenger to President Jefferson 
and apprise him of Burr’s designs. The messenger reached 
Washington and delivered his dispatches November 25 and on 
the 27th the President issued his proclamation announcing that 
unlawful enterprises were on foot in the Western States, warn- 
ing all persons to withdraw from the same without delay, and 
commanding all officers, civil and military, to exert them- 
selves to bring the offending parties to punishment. Burr was 
not mentioned by name in the proclamation, but so rife had 
been the rumor of his mysterious designs, that he was at once 
recognized as the leader of the unlawful enterprise denounced. 
Before this, however, he had passed through a severe ordeal, 
which threatened to expose his schemes to the public. On 
Nov. 3, 1806, Daviess, the United States District Attorney, had 
moved the Federal court sitting at Frankfort, Ky., for process 
against Burr, to answer the charge of being engaged in an en- 
terprise contrary to the act of Congress which prohibited 
military expeditions against nations at peace with the United 
States. The Judge, Henry Innis, who had been in the Spanish 
conspiracy, denied the motion, but Burr, who was in Lexing- 
ton, at once came to Frankfort, and, with lofty bearing, asked 
an investigation of the charge, which was ordered by the Court. 
On the day fixed he appeared in court, with Henry Clay and 
Col. John Allen as counsel. The inability of Daviess to secure 
the attendance of witnesses caused the discharge of Burr with- 
out the proposed investigation. Before Mr. Clay would appear 
for Burr, he required him to make a disavowal in writing of 
all unlawful designs, which was fully and explicitly given, 
with a statement that his plans had been explained to several 
distinguished members of the Administration, and had the ap- 
proval of the Government. When Mr. Clay afterward found 
that this statement was false from beginning to end, he re- 
garded Burr with well-merited contempt; and when the two 
men later in life accidentally met, and Burr extended his hand, 
Clay refused to take it, and plainly showed his aversion to the 
mean, guilty creature he had once been induced to defend, by 
a shameless falsehood, as an innocent man. 


The effect of Mr. Jefferson’s proclamation was destructive 
of Burr’s plans. Most of the boats built for Burr were seized 
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at Marietta by the militia of the District, which had been 
called out by the authorities of Ohio. The militia of Wood 
County, Va., within whose bounds was Blannerhasset’s Island, 
were called out to arrest the men assembled there. These 
were only thirty or forty in number, and they, with Blanner- 
hasset, escaped in four boats under the cover of night. The 
militia, enraged at their escape, destroyed or injured nearly 
all of Blannerhasset’s property, and made his island a waste. 
At the mouth of the Cumberland the would-be filibusters were 
joined by Burr, and the expedition now numbered thirteen 
boats and about sixty men. Burr, ignorant of the defection 
of Wilkinson, inspired his men with confidence, promising 
the all-important aid of the United States army; and so they 
continued their journey down the Mississippi. In the mean- 
while Wilkinson, having determined to act the part of a pa- 
triot, displayed unexpected energy. He effected a truce with 
the Spanish commander, which enabled him to withdraw his 
troops from the vicinity of the Sabine, and, hastily repairing 
to New Orleans, took steps to defend that city from an attack 
by Burr, which he expected would be made with a large force, 
and by his excited manner created a most painful alarm in the 
city. Finding Samuel Swartout and Erick Bollman, two of 
Burr’s confederates, in the city, he arrested them and shipped 
them by a schooner to Baltimore, to be delivered as prisoners 
at Washington. There they were brought before the Supreme 
Court by writ of habeas corpus, and discharged because of the 
insufficiency of the information on which they had been ar- 
rested. But the public feeling against Burr had been intensely 
aroused by the message of the President to Congress, embody- 
ing the information derived from Wilkinson and from Gen. 
Wm. Eaton, to whom Burr had very fully revealed his plans 
against Mexico, and his hopes of a division of the Union. 
Burr, in blissful ignorance of what was occurring, and with 
the confidence of Don Quixote, was slowly floating down the 
Mississippi with his sixty men to commence the conquest of 
an empire. At Bayou Pierre, thirty miles below Natchez, he, 
for the first time, heard of the conduct of Wilkinson, of the 
excitement in the country, and of the proclamation of the 
Governor of the Territory of Mississippi, ordering the arrest 
of himself and his men. Coming to a halt, he was soon 
threatened by a force of militia, and deemed it best to sur- 
render to the civil authorities of the Territory, by which he 
was bailed to appear in court to answer an indictment of a 
grand jury. The Grand Jury refused to indict him, and the 
Court refused to release him from his bail bond, expecting to 
take further proceedings against him. Thereupon Burr made 
his escape in disguise and attempted to reach the port of Pen- 
sacola and get aboard a British man-of-war. In passing 
through Alabama he was recognized and arrested by Col. 
Perkins and conveyed to Richmond, Va., under a military 
guard. Perkins had never seen him, but recognized him by 
his brilliant eyes, so often described. By this time Burr had 
become a prominent figure in party politics. The Republican 
friends of Mr. Jefferson upheld him in his active efforts to 
bring him to trial for treason, while the Federalists embraced 
the cause of Durr, and claimed that he was only planning an 
attack on Mexico in case of war with Spain, which the Presi- 
dent in his message to Congress had indicated might be ex- 
pected. Thus by a curious shifting of party relations the man 
wh) had carried New York city and secured the first triumph 
of the Republican party in the election of Mr. Jefferson as 
President, was now at enmity with that party and was up- 
held by his old political enemies, the Federalists. 


On March 30, 1807, Burr was brought before Chief Justice 
Marshall, in the custody of Major Joseph Scott, Marshal of the 
District, in a private room of the Swan Hotel, East Broad 
street, between Eighth and Ninth streets, on a motion for his 
commitment, on two charges—one for high misdemeanor in set- 
ting on foot a military expedition against the Dominion of 
Spain, with which the United States was at peace, and the 
other of treason against the United States. The hearing was 
continued till the next day, and was thereafter held in the hall 
of the House of Delegates in the Capitol. And now com- 
menced that celebrated legal contest, which, with but little 
intermission, lasted for six months, and in which the ability, 
learning, ingenuity and eloquence of counsel equaled any ever 
displayed in this, or possibly any other, country. We are in- 
debted to David Robertson, a lawyer of Petersburg and a 
shorthand reporter, for a full report of the proceedings. 

On this preliminary motion Caesar A. Rodney, Attorney 
General of the United States, and Col. George Hay, Attorney 
for the District of Virginia, appeared for the prosecution, while 
Edmund Randolph and John Wickham appeared for Burr. 
The Chief Justice, on April 1, refused to commit for treason, 
considering the affidavits presented insufficient for this, they 
having been so held by the Supreme Court in the case of Boll- 
man and Swartout; but he required bail of Burr on the charge 
of high misdemeanor. On May 22 the United States Court 
convened at Richmond—Judge Cyrus Griffin sitting with the 
Chief Justice—and Burr appeared with Edmund Randolph, 
John Wickham, Benjamin Botts and John Baker as his coun- 
sel; while for the prosecution George Hay, William Wirt and 
Alexander McRae appeared. On May 28 Luther Martin, and on 
August 17, Charles Lee also appeared for Burr. And now let 
us briefly sketch the Court and counsel. In the “British Spy,” 
written in 1803, we have the following pen picture of Chief 
Justice John Marshall, the presiding Judge, drawn by a master 


“The Chief Justice of the United States is, in his person, 
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tall, meager, emaciated; his muscles relaxed, and his joints g9 
loosely connected as not only to disqualify him, apparently, 
for any vigorous exertion of the body, but to destroy every. 
thing like elegance and harmony in his air and movements. 
Indeed, in his whole appearance and demeanor, dress, attj- 
tudes, gesture, sitting, standing or walking, he is as far re. 
moved from the idolized graces of Lord Chesterfield as any 
other gentleman on earth. To continue the portrait: his 
head and face are small in proportion to his height; his com. 
plexion swarthy; the muscles of his face, being relaxed, give 
him the appearance of a man of fifty years of age, nor can he 
be much younger; his countenance has a faithful expression of 
great good humor and hilarity; while his black eyes—that 
unerring index—possess an irradiating spirit, which proclaims 
the imperial powers of the mind that sits enthroned within. 
“This extraordinary man, without the aid of fancy, without 
the advantages of person, voice, attitude, gesture, or any of the 
ornaments of an orator, deserves to be considered as one of the 
most eloquent men in the world; if eloquence may be said to 
consist in the power of seizing the attention with irresistible 
force, and never permitting it to elude the grasp, until the 
hearer has received the conviction which the speaker intends, 


“He possesses one original and, almost, supernatura)} 
faculty; the faculty of developing a subject by a single glance 
of his mind, and detecting at once the very point on which 
every controversy depends. No matter what the question, 
though ten times more knotty than ‘the gnarled oak,’ the 
lightning of heaven is not more rapid, nor more resistless, than 
his astonishing penetration. Nor does the exercise of it seem 
to cost him an effort. On the contrary, it is as easy as vision. 
I am persuaded that his eyes do not fly over a landscape and 
take in its various objects with more promptitude and facility 
than his mind embraces and analyzes the most complex sub- 
jects.” 

He had volunteered at twenty, among the first Virginia 
troops, and distinguished himself in a number of battles of 
the Revolution, studied law under Chancellor Wythe, and in 
a few years had become the leader of the Richmond bar. Asa 
special commissioner to France and a member of Congress 
he had won great distinction, and had been appointed Secre- 
tary of State and afterward Chief Justice of the United States 
by President Adams. He was a Federalist in politics, but not 
extreme in his views. He had now been on the bench six 
years, but had delivered only two of those celebrated opinions 
on constitutional questions which have made him famous. I 
refer to his opinions in the case of ex parte Bollman and 
Swartout, and Marbury v. Madison. 

The relations between the Chief Justice and the President 
were far from amicable. In delivering the opinion of the 
Court in Marbury v. Madison, Marshall had held that the 
action of the President was improper in withholding commis- 
sions fully executed from certain appointees of his predeces- 
sor, who had been confirmed by the Senate, but that the Su- 
preme Court had not jurisdiction to enforce their delivery by 
mandamus, because, though attempted to be conferred by Con- 
gress, it was not authorized by the Constitution—thus making 
the Constitution, as construed by that Court, the supreme law 
of the land, and annulling an act of Congress. Both of these 
positions were distasteful to Mr. Jefferson, and he regarded the 
opinion as a defianee to him. Nor was his irritation lessened 
by the opinion of the Court delivered by the Chief Justice in 
Little v. Barrene, etc. (2 Cranch, 17), in which it was held that 
the President’s orders to commanders of American vessels, to 
search vessels leaving French ports, were illegal and the com- 
manders liable in personal damages for obeying them. 


The President was also offended by the discharge of Boll- 
man and Swartout. But the greatest offense given him by 
Marshall was his “Life of Washington,” in which Jefferson and 
his party were severely handled. A most unfortunate blunder 
had given color to the President's charge of partiality on the 
part of Marshall toward Burr and his associates. After Burr 
had been admitted to bail, and before the session of the court 
at which he was to appear, one of his counsel, John Wick- 
ham, gave a dinner and invited the Chief Justice to it. After 
accepting the invitation, he found that Burr had also been in- 
vited—a strange lack of propriety in Mr. Wickham. Judge 
Marshall, fearing to offend Mr. Wickham by refusing to at- 
tend, went to the dinner, but had no intercourse with Burr. 
Scon realizing, however, the impropriety of his action, he re- 
tired from the entertainment. This is the account of Professor 
George Tucker, who seemed to have been present, but others 
say that the Chief Justice was not aware that Burr was to be 
a guest until he reached Mr. Wickham's house. However 
that may be, the incident was deeply deplored by him and 
was freely used by his enemies. On the other hand, the friends 
of Burr complained of a passage in Marshall's opinion in ex 
parte Bollman and Swartout, which seemed to uphold the doc- 
trine of constructive treason, a doctrine so murderously promi- 
nent in the history of English criminal law. 

It was under these trying circumstances that Judge Mar- 
shall presided over this important trial, during which he was 
called upon to decide many new and intricate questions, some 
far-reaching in their consequences. By his side sat Cyrus 
Griffin, Judge of the District, an able man and one of great ex- 
perience and accomplishments as a legislator and judge. 

In front, in striking contrast with the Chief Justice, sat the 
accused, faultlessly attired, small in stature—being only five 
feet six inches high—with a large head and very handsome 
face, and a pair of brilliant dark eyes. His manner was as 
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dignified and self- as though he were on the bench 
presiding instead of being at the bar on trial for his life. 

George Hay, the District Attorney, and technically the 
leader of the prosecution, was a son-in-law of James Monroe 
and a man of considerable reputation in his profession, which 
won for him afterward the Federal Judgeship of the district. 
In the contests in which they were now engaged, however, he 
was eclipsed by his associates. 

Joined with him were Alexander McRae and William Wirt, 
the first a Scotchman by blood, with the acuteness and deter- 
mination of that race, a man of very considerable ability and 
of fine professional attainments. He was at the time Lieu- 
tenant Governor of Virginia; afterward was Consul at Paris, 
and finally died in London, where he had been engaged in 
some disastrous speculations. 

William Wirt was the Coropheus of the prosecution. He 
was then thirty-five years of age, and had already won great 
distinction in his profession and with his pen. His personal 
appearance was as striking as that of Judge Marshall or Col. 
Burr, though very different from either. He had a tall figure, 
ample chest, erect carriage and conspicuous ease and grace of 
motion. His head was large, but in proportion to his body. 
A large nose, thin and accurately formed lips, a chin which 
gave to his countenance a square, rather than an oval outline, 
clear, Gark blue eyes beneath brows of wide compass, a majes- 
tic forehead, and an abundant growth of curled, crisp hair, 
made him a model for a sculptor or a painter. His voice was 
clear, sweet and musical, and admirably modulated. He was 
a brilliant orator, a fine logician and an accomplished lawyer. 
He won more reputation in this trial than any of the other 
counsel, and was the favorite with the audience, which always 
became perfectly still and attentive whenever he addressed the 
Court. 

The counsel for Col. Burr presented a remarkable array 
of talent and legal acquirement. The most distinguished, as 
to the high offices he had held, was Edmund Randolph, who 
had been successively Attorney General and Governor of Vir- 
ginia, amd Attorney General and Secretary of State under 
Washington's Administration. He is thus sketched in the 
“British Spy”: 

“Mr. Randolph has great personal advantages. A figure 
large and portly; his features uncommonly fine; his dark eyes 
and his whole countenance lighted up with an expression of 
the most conciliating sensibility; his attitudes dignified and 
commanding; his gesture easy and graceful; his voice perfect 
harmony, and his whole manner that of an accomplished and 
engaging gentleman. I have reason to believe that the ex- 
pression of his countenance does no more than justice to his 
heart. If I be correctly informed, his feelings are exquisite, 
and the proofs of his benevolence are various and clear beyond 
the possibility of doubt. He has filled the highest offices in 
this Commonwealth, and has very long maintained a most re- 
spectable rank in his profession. His character, with the 
people, is that of a great lawyer and eloquent speaker.’’ Mr. 
Randolph's speeches in this case proves that Mr. Wirt in this 
sketch underrated his rank in his profession. 

Next to Mr. Randolph we notice John Wickham, who was, 
in fact, the leading counsel for the accused. He was thus 
sketched in the “British Spy’: “He is, I am told, upward 
of forty years of age; but his look, I think, is more juvenile. 
As to stature, he is about the ordinary height of men; his 
form genteel, his person agile. He is distinguished by a quick- 
ness of look, a sprightly step, and that peculiar jaunty air, 
which I have heretofore mentioned, as characterizing the peo- 
ple of New York. It Is an air, however, which (perhaps be- 
cause I am a plain son of John Bull) is not entirely to my taste. 
Striking, indeed, it is; highly genteel, and calculated for eclat; 
but then, I fear, that it may be censured as being too artifi- 
cial. * * * The qualities by which Mr. Wickham strikes the 
multitude are his ingenuity and his wit. But those who look 
more closely into the anatomy of his mind discover many 
properties of much higher dignity and importance. This gen- 
tleman, in my opinion, unites in himself a greater diversity of 
talents and acquirements than any other at the bar of Virginia. 
He has the reputation, and I doubt not a just one, of possessing 
much legal science. He has an exquisite and highly cultivated 
taste for polite literature; a genius quick and fertile; a style 
pure and classic; a stream of perspicuous and beautiful elocu- 
tion; an ingenuity which no difficulties can entangle or em- 
barrass, and a wit whose vivid and brilliant coruscation can 
gild and decorate the darkest subject. He chooses his ground, 
in the first instance, with great judgment; and when, in the 
progress of a cause, an unexpected evolution of testimony or 
intermediate decisions from the bench have beaten that ground 
from under him, he possesses a happy, an astonishing versatility 
by which he is enabled at once to take a new position without 
appearing to have lost an atom, either in the measure or 
stability of his basis. This is a faculty which I have observed 
before in an inferior degree; but Mr. Wickham is so adroit, so 
superior in the execution of it, that in him it appears a new 
and peculiar talent; his statements, his narrations, his argu- 
ments are all as transparent as the light of day. He reasons 
logically and declaims very handsomely.” 


Hardly less able, as he proved himself in this case, was 
Benjamin Botts, a young man of great nerve and of a clear, 
logical mind, whose speeches compare favorably with any de- 
livered during the trial, and who especially attracted the no- 
tice and commendation of the Chief Justice. He unfortunately 
was lost in the burning of the Richmond Theatre, sacrificing 
his life in his effort to save that of his wife. He was the 








father of a son more celebrated for intellect and oratory than 
himself. I refer to the late John Minor Botts, named after a 
lifelong friend of his father, the distinguished lawyer of Fred- 
ericksburg, John Minor, 

The counsel who came to the defense with most reputation 
was Luther Martim of Maryland. With the warmest friend- 
ship for Col. Burr, he was his opposite in almost everything. 
He was coarse in manner and speech. His dress was a com- 
pound of the fine and the common, and appeared never to have 
felt the brush. Although long since discarded by others, he 
still wore at his wrists ruffles deeply edged with lace, which 
were usually dabbled and soiled. His manner was rude, and 
his speech ungrammatical and verbose. He had become very 
intemperate, and altogether was gross in person and habits, 
and was properly styled the “Thersites of the Bar.” With all 
this he was a profound lawyer. His reading was very great, 
and he forgot nothing he had read. Though loading down his 
argument with learning, and often with extraneous matter, he 
never missed the strong points in his case, and was an antago- 
nist to be feared, as we learn from Chief Justice Taney, who 
was at the bar with him. : 

Charles Lee, who had been Attorney General of the United 
States, came into the trial too late to take a conspicuous part, 
but the few speeches he made sustained his reputation as a 
very able lawyer. 

The remaining counsel for Burr was a certain “Jack 
Baker,” a lame man with a crutch, a merry fellow, full of 
coarse wit and anecdote; no speaker and no lawyer, who 
seemed to have joined himself to Burr’s counsel in order to 


make himself conspicuous; and he in truth thereby saved his 
name from oblivion. 


We learn from Blannerhasset that all of Burr’s counsel 
served him without compensation; and the fact indicates the 
intensity of the personal and party feeling that existed against 
Mr. Jefferson, who had caused Burr to be arrested and brought 
to trial. To the brilliant array of counsel for the defense we 
must add Burr himself, who seems to have directed, or sug- 
gested, every step, and who often addressed the Court in short, 
crisp speeches, which clearly and forcibly stated his points. 

The first step in the defense was an objection to the entire 
panel of the Grand Jury as improperly summoned. This be- 
ing overruled, challenges for favor were allowed, and prevailed 
as to William B. Giles and Col. Wilson C. Nicholas, both 
United States Senators from Virginia. Finally the following 
persons were sworn as the Grand Jury: John Randolph of 
Roanoke (foreman), whose genius and eccentricities had al- 
ready given him the widest -reputation, and who was after- 
ward United States Senator and Minister to Russia; Col. 
Joseph Eggleston, the distinguished Revolutionary soldier, 
whose name was to be borne by one of the greatest soldiers 
of our time, Gen. Joseph Eggleston Johnston; Joseph C. 
Cabell, a man of remarkable intellect and accomplishment, 
who was the father of the James River and Kanawha Canal, 
and, with Mr. Jefferson, a founder of the University of Vir- 
ginia; Littleton Waller Tazewell, the distinguished lawyer 
and statesman, who, both at the bar and in the Senate of the 
United States, was classed with the foremost in the land, and 
who afterward became Governor of Virginia; Gen. Robert 
Taylor, one of the foremost of the citizens who have illustrated 
the history of Norfolk city; James Pleasants and James Bar- 
bour, both eminent lawyers, and afterward Governors of Vir- 
ginia and United States Senators, Barbour also becoming a 
Cabinet member and Minister to England; Dr. John Brock- 
enborough, the able bank president, who afterward owned 
and resided at the Warm Springs; William Daniel, a dis- 
tinguished Judge, whose talents were inherited first by his son, 
Judge William Daniel, of the Court of Appeals, and after- 
ward by the present distinguished Senator from Virginia, 
Major John W. Daniel; James Garnett, a member of Congress, 
distinguished for his writings on agriculture and education. 
The other members were John Mercer, Edward , Mun- 
ford Beverly, John Ambler, Thomas Harrison and Alexander 
Shephard, men of high standing and intelligence. 


Judge Marshall charged the Grand Jury, dwelling on the 
definition of treason and the testimony requisite to prove it. 
But this did not satisfy Col. Burr, who asked that the jury 
be instructed as to the admissibility of certain evidence, which 
he supposed would be laid before it. After a discussion of 
this motion, Col. Hay pledged himself that no evidence should 
be laid before the Grand Jury without notice to Col. Burrs 
counsel, and the further discussion was adjourned. But this 
was followed by a motion of the prosecution to at once commit 
Burr for treason, which seemed to take the defense by sur- 
prise. Upon this motion Mr. Wirt made his first speech—a 
fine forensic effort. After a lengthy debate, the Court held 
that the motion could be made before any action of the Grand 
Jury, and directed the evidence to be introduced, on which it 
would rest. Now began a contest as to the order in which the 
evidence should be introduced, Col. Burr insisting that the, 
prosecution be first required to prove the overt act of treason 
before any other evidence should be allowed. While this mo- 
tion was under discussion, Col. Hay moved that Col. Burr’s 
bail bond be increased. This was of course resisted; but, as 
Col. Burr saw what the effect would be if the Court granted 
it, he expressed his willingness to enlarge the penalty, and 
thus avoided the ill effects of such a requirement by the Court. 
The motion to commit was not pressed afterward. The prose- 
ecution could make but little headway before the Grand Jury 
without the testimony of Gen. Wilkinson, who had been or- 
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dered by the President to leave his post at New Orleans and 
repair to the court at Richmond. He took his time on the 
journey, and only arrived on the 14th of June. On the next 
day he appeared in court, in full uniform, and was sworn and 
sent to the Grand Jury. The scene in court at that time was 
dramatic. When the portly form of the General appeared and 
advanced to the clerk’s desk to be sworn, his manner was calm 
and dignified. All eyes were turned upon him, except those of 
Burr, who was conversing with his counsel. Presently he 
‘turned slowly around and his eyes met those of Wilkinson, 
when Burr’s keen, brilliant eyes gave expression to withering 
contempt. 

On the 9th of June, before the arrival of Wilkinson, Col. 
Burr moved the Court to issue a subpoena duces tecum, requir- 
ing the President of the United States to produce in court the 
original letter written to him by Gen. Wilkinson the 2ist of 
“October, 1806, and also certain orders, issued by the Army and 
Navy departments, which he claimed would show that the 
President had unlawfully directed the destruction of himself 
sand his property. On this motion a very able debate was had, 
lasting for four or five days, in which Mr. Wirt added greatly 
to his reputation. A studious effort had been made from the 
first by Col. Burr and his counsel to represent him as an 
innocent, persecuted man, and Mr. Jefferson as his persecutor. 
On this discussion of this motion, however, the speech of 
Luther Martin was a bitter and coarse attack upon the Presi- 
dent, in which he described the Administration as “blood- 
hounds.”” Mr. Wirt, in an eloquent reply, sharply rebuked the 
Court for allowing the executive branch of the Government 
to be abused and reviled by the defense without interruption. 
‘The force of this the Court evidently felt, as Judge Marshall 
noticed it, and stated that the counsel on both sides had acted 
improperly in endeavoring to excite the prejudices of the 
ple. On June 13 the Chief Justice delivered the opinion of 
the Court granting the motion for a subpoena duces tecum 
against the President, and basing it upon the Eighth Amend- 
ment to the Constitution, which gives to the accused the right 
to have “compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his 
ps andl and on the act of Congress made to enforce this pro- 
vision. 

As Col. Hay had offered to get certified copies of all the 
papers required, it would seem that the defense only wished 
to annoy Mr. Jefferson, and this was done effectually. He 
directed the Attorney General to turn over to Col. Hay the 
letter of Mr. Wilkinson, only such parts to be produced as 
Col. Hay thought were proper and pertinent to Col. Burr’s de- 
fense. He asked for more specific mention of the orders of 
the army and navy desired, and refused to appear in court as 
a witness, claiming that as Chief Executive he could not be 
compelled to leave his duties at the call of any citizen, and 
intimating that, if the Court attempted to enforce its writ, he 
would forcibly resist it. He showed great disgust with the 
motion, the debate upon it and the opinion of the Chief Jus- 
tice, and suggested to Col. Hay the committal of Luther Martin 
as particeps criminis with Burr, calling Martin “an unprin- 
cipled, impudent Federal bulldog.”’ The Court, although moved 
to do so, did not attempt to enforce its process by attachment, 
but let the matter drop, with the idea that, although the pris- 
oner had a right to have the writ issue, the President had the 
right to say whether his duties as Chief Executive prevented 
his obeying it in person. Just here let me say that I have not 
found that Mr. Jefferson did anything in the apprehension and 
prosecution of Burr which his duty did not require. He showed 
himself in a bad light, however, in his attacks on Marshall for 
his conduct in the case, which he denounced as actuated by 
party spirit. But the opinions delivered by Judge Marshall in 
this case have stood the test of time and show him to have 
been as impartial as he was able. 


It was necessary for the defense that the testimony of Gen. 
Wilkinson be discredited; and we find counsel going out of 
their way to denounce him. On June 19 a motion was made 
to attach him for obstructing the free administration of jus- 
tice by using his military authority to intimidate and coerce 
the attendance of James Knox, a witness against Burr. This 
man had been summoned as a witness while in New Orleans, 
and, showing a disposition to disobey the process, had been 
arrested by an order of Judge Hall, under the dictation, it 
was alleged, of Wilkinson, and sent under guard to Richmond. 
The motion did not prevail. While it was under discussion, 
and while Mr. Botts was speaking, on the 24th of June, about 
2 o’clock, the Marshal informed the Court that the Grand 
Jury wished to enter. Instantly a dead silence fell upon the 
crowded court room, and the tall, attenuated figure of John 
Randolph appeared at the head of the jury: In his clear, 
musical, yet piercing voice, he addressed the Court, and stated 
that they had agreed upon several indictments, which he 
tanded the clerk. Thereupon the clerk read the indorse- 
ments as follows: “An indictment against Aaron Burr for 
treason. A true bill.” “An indictment against Aaron Burr 
for misdemeanor. A true bill.” And the same against Her- 
man Blannerhasset. 


Now, for the first time, Burr lost his perfect self-possession 
and made a motion for bail, on the shallow ground that the 
indictment for treason against him had been obtained by per- 
jury. When the Court called for authority for such a remark- 
able position, the learned counsel had to acknowledge that 
they knew of none, and the prisoner was committed to the 
custody of the Marshal, who carried him to the jail of the 
city. On June 26 true bills were returned for treason and mis- 
demeanor against Jonathan Dayton, John Smith, Comfort 
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Tyler, Israel Smith and David Floyd, who had been associated 
with Burr. On the same day, on affidavits of his counsel that 
commitment in the city jail would endanger Burr's health, and 
prevent his having necessary access to his counsel, the court 
ordered the front upper room of the house occupied by Luther 
Martin, which had been used as a dining room, to be fitted 
with bars and locks, and guarded by seven men, placed at the 
door and on the adjoining unfinished building, and that Col 
Burr be confined there. This house is still standing at the 
southwest corner of Broad and Ninth streets, and the lower 
floor is occupied as an apothecary’s store by Hugh Blair, Esq. 
On June 29 the court adjourned to Aug. 3, to give the 
Marshal an opportunity to summon a venire from Wood Coun. 
ty, in which Blannerhasset’s Island was situated, and where 
the act of treason was laid. In the meantime Burr was re. 
moved for safe keeping to the third story of the addition to 
the penitentiary, which had been just completed. Here he 
had the use of three rooms; and they were soon thronged 
with visitors, and with servants bringing the delicacies of the 
season—many with the compliments of ladies—for he had 
found and made warm friends in Richmond, who regarded 
him as a victim of Mr. Jefferson's hate, and believed that he 
only desired to take part in the expected war with Mexico, 
Here, too, his beloved daughter visited him, and thereafter re- 
mained with him till the end of his trial. His wife had been 
long in her grave. As Burr arose in favor in Richmond, Wil- 
kinson became the object of dislike. He in truth had a most 
disagreeable experience. Considering himself insulted by John 
Randolph while before the Grand Jury, he challenged him, 
and was told by Randolph in reply: “I cannot descend to your 
level.” Randolph had indeed most bitterly denounced him, 
and wrote of him to a friend: “Wilkinson is the only man 
that I ever saw who was from bark to core a villain. * * * 
Perhaps you never saw human nature in so degraded a 
situation as in the person of Wilkinson before the Grand 
Jury.” And he declared that he would not have voted for 
the indictment of Burr had he not believed Wilkinson would 
have been indicted also. It is said that when Wilkinson en- 
tered the jury room in uniform with his sword by his side, 
Randolph called in the Marshal and said to him: “Take that 
man out and disarm him. I will allow no attempt to intimi- 
date the jury.” Samuel Swartout, meeting Wilkinson on a 
narrow sidewalk, threw him into the street and afterward 
challenged him; and upon Wilkinson declining to accept, on 
the ground that he did not recognize traitors as his equals, he 
posted him as a coward in the “Virginia Gazette.” 


Among the great crowd that thronged the court room dur- 
ing the trial, three young men, all with licenses to practise 
law, were seen, who afterward rose to great eminence in other 
fields. They were Winfield Scott, Andrew Jackson and Wash- 
ington Irving. Jackson was so certain of Burr’s innocence 
that he made speeches at the corners of the streets in his 
favor. Irving came to Richmond to aid in the defense; but 
finding that so well provided for, he entertained himself with 
writing letters, which gave interesting pictures of the scenes, 
and especially of the first appearance of Wilkinson in court. 
He also gave an account of the attentions paid Burr by the 
people of Richmond. 

In a contest so ardent and prolonged, we are not surprised 
to find that many sharp things were said by counsel of each 
other. Wickham seemed to take peculiar delight in attacking 
Hay, who, though not his.equal, defended himself manfully. 
The disposition of Mr. Wickham to ridicule Mr. Hay appears 
in the reported cases in which they were counsel, and gave 
occasion in one of them for the most celebrated jeu d’esprit of 
Mr. Wirt. In replying to Col. Hay Wickham claimed to have 
reduced his argument to two unsound and inconsistent prop- 
ositions, and exclaimed with triumph, “I have the gentleman 
between the two horns of a dilemma. He can take either, and 
his case is lost.” Whereupon Jack Warden, familiarly called 
“Jock,” whispered to Mr. Wirt, “Habet foenum in cornu, and 
Wirt wrote on a piece of paper, for the amusement of the 
court and bar: 


“One day it happened in open court, 
Wickham tossed Hay on his horns for sport. 
Jock, full of wit and Latin too, 

Cried, ‘Habet foenum in cornu.’ ” 


In these rough passages Martin was most conspicuous. But 
on one pond te he was completely silenced by Mr. McRae. 
Martin, while speaking, was interrupted by McRae, who made 
a suggestion, looking to the saving of time. Whereupon Mar- 
tin rudely said: “I know what kind of economy of time the 
gentlemen for the prosecution wish. They wish us to be silent. 
They would, if they could, deprive Col. Burr’s counsel of an 
opportunity of defending him, that they might hang him up 
as soon as possible to gratify themselves and the pages" 
ment.” To this Mr. McRae at once replied, “That is a = 
unprincipled, and most unfounded assertion.” To this —_ 
made no reply, but behaved himself better thereafter. 
many sharp things are recorded by the reporter, he — 
every now and then, that pleasantries passed between 
counsel, which he does not give, and which would have wees 
much more interesting than the bitter things he records. 
could not have been that two such genuine wits as hebae > 
Wirt and John Wickham did not often enliven the proc nen 
ings by their sparkling sayings. Only one of Mr. Wirt . am 
come down to us so far as I know. Mr. Martin’s favorite 


Mr. 
was rum, and he kept a glass of this by him. Once, while ; 
Wirt was reading an extract from a case cited, Martin inter 
rupted him, saying: 


“J want no extracts, Mr. Wirt, no ex- 
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tracts." Whereupon Mr. Wirt replied: 
am sure, the extract of molasses.” 

By the Constitution, “Treason against the United States 
shall consist only in levying war against them, or in adhering 
to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort. No person 
shall be convicted of treason unless on the testimony of two 
witnesses to the same overt act, or on confession in open court. 
Congress shall have power to declare the punishment for trea- 
son, etc."” Congress had declared that the punishment should 
be death. 

The indictment charged Burr with levying war against the 
United States at Blannerhasset’s Island Dec. 10, 1806, and with 
proceeding down the Ohio River with the traitorous design 
of taxing possession of New Orleans, all within the district 
of Virginia and jurisdiction of the court. 

On the sitting of the court, Aug. 3, a contest began as to 
the qualifications of the veniremen, which lasted till the 17th. 
Few, if any, of the Wood County men were accepted, and the 
bystanders were summoned. Finally, Edward Carrington, 
David Lambert, Richard E. Parker, Hugh Mercer, Christopher 
Anthony, James Sheppard, Reuben Blaky, Benjamin Graves, 
Miles Bott, Henry E. Coleman, John M. Sheppard and Richard 
Curd were sworn on the petit jury to try the prisoner. This 
panel, while not composed of as many distinguished men as 
the Grand Jury, contained men of a high order of intellect 
and character. During the challenge of the venire, one of 
the men made to stand aside created a sensation. As he 
left the stand he said to Col. Burr: “I know why you object 
to me; my given name is Alexander Hamilton.” After the 
statement to the jury by Col. Hay on behalf of the prosecu- 
tion, a contest arose as to the order in which the testimony 
should be offered, the defense claiming that the overt act of 
treason should be first found before any testimony be allowed 
connecting the prisoner with it. After a warm and able de- 
bate, the court decided to allow the prosecution to introduce 
its evidence, according to their judgment, reserving the right 
to exclude such as appeared to be irrelevant. Gen. Eaton was 
thereupon called, who testified as to Burr’s conversations with 
him, unfolding his design to invade Mexico, and, if successful, 
to revolutionize the territory of the United States west of the 
Alleghany Mountains. Commander Truxton was next called, 
and testified as to Burr’s confiding to him his scheme against 
Mexico. After other testimony to the same effect, Jacob All- 
bright, a laborer on Blannerhasset’s Island, was introduced, 
who testified to the assemblying of some twenty or thirty 
armed men there on Dec. 10, 1806, and their flight down the 
river in a boat at night; of the attempted arrest of Blanner- 
hasset before leaving the island by a man called Gen. Tupper, 
and the leveling of seven or eight muskets at Tupper, which 
caused him to desist. Other men testified to the presence of 
the armed men on the island, and their departure down the 
river; but no one else saw the attempted arrest of Blannerhas- 
set; and though Tupper was in court, he was not examined. 

It was admitted that Col. Burr was not on the island on 
Dec. 10, 1806, nor in the district of Virginia, but in Kentucky. 
All the evidence of the overt act on Blannerhasset’s Island at 
the command of the prosecution having been introduced, the 
defense moved the court to arrest the further production of 
evidence intended to connect Burr with the occurrence: on the 
island, as irrelevant and inadmissible, the overt act not having 
been proved as required by the Constitution. This motion, 
which required the court to pass on the sufficiency of the evi- 
dence of the prosecution, would necessarily end the case, if 
sustained by the court. Upon it arose a great legal contest, to 
which all that had gone before, which I have but partially 
noticed, was but skirmishing. Mr. Wickham opened in a 
speech lasting the greater part of two days. He was followed 
by Mr. Randolph. Mr. McRae then occupied a day, and was 
followed by Mr. Wirt, whose speech contained the famous 
passage now a classic descriptive of Blannerhasset’s Island, 
comparing it to the Garden of Eden, with Burr as the tempter. 
He was followed by Mr. Botts, and he by Col. Hay. Mr. Lee 
then spoke, and was followed by Mr. Martin, and the argument, 
which lasted from the 20th to the 29th of August, inclusive, 
was closed by Mr. Randolph. 

As the words of the Constitution defining treason were taken 
from a statute of Edward III., and had been the subject of vari- 
ous decisions, and had been often discussed by text writers, a 
wide scope was given counsel for argument, and no one can read 
this grand debate without being impressed with the great 
learning and ability of the counsel. It richly deserved the 
judgment of Mr. Parton, Mr. Burr’s biographer, who wrote, 
that “it was doubtless the richest display of legal knowledge 
_ ability of which the history of the American bar can 

ast.” 

On Aug. 31 the Chief Justice delivered his famous opinion 
Sustaining the motion, which occupied nearly three hours in 
the reading. It contained a splendid tribute to the counsel, 
and reviewed clearly and with great ability the authorities 
in England and America, and the testimony which had been 
introduced, and showed that this last did not come up to the 
requirements of the Constitution; and, as a consequence, no 
evidence introduced to connect Burr with the facts proved 
Was admissible. He held that by the American authorities, 
there must not only be an assemblage of armed men, but 
the employment of actual force, to constitute levying war, 
though the English authorities did not uniformly require the 
actual exercise of force. Thereupon the case was submitted 
to the jury without argument, and they, in a few minutes, re- 
turned the following verdict: ‘We, of the jury, say that Aaron 


“You will accept, I 


Burr is not proved to be guilty under the indictment by any 





evidence submitted to us, we, therefore, find him not guilty.’’ 
Again Col. Burr lost his self-possession, and protested vehe- 
mently against the form of the verdict. But the jury refused 
to change it, and so it was accepted. 

“Marshall has stepped in between Burr and death,” wrote 
Mr. Wirt to his friend, Dabney Carr, Sept. 1. 

“Why did you not tell Judge Marshall that the people of 
America demanded a conviction?” was asked of Mr. Wirt after 
the trial. “Tell him that!” was the reply; “I wouid as soon 
have gone to Herschel, and told him that the people of Amer- 
ica insisted that the moon had horns, as a reason why he 
should draw her with them.” Though giving great discontent 
to Mr. Jefferson and others, Marshall’s decision is now ac- 
knowledged to have been right and proper; and it has had 
the effect of preventing in this country the disgraceful prose- 
zutions for treasons which so blot the pages of English history. 

The indictment for raising an expedition against Mexiéo 
was next tried; but the prosecution broke down, as they could 
not prove any acts of Burr within the District of Virginia. The 
court, however, required of Burr a bail bond to insure his 
presence before the Federal Court of Ohio, in which State he 
had made preparations for his expedition. He forfeited his 
bond, and in disguise sailed for England. 

Want of time forbids me to further trace his wretched 
career, or to follow the future of the able counse] who made 
illustrious his trial. One pathetic incident I will mention as 
to Burr’s last days. In his last sickness a friend amused him 
by reading from “Tristam Shandy,” and among other passages, 
the incident of Uncle Toby and the fly, in which the kind- 
hearted old gentleman, instead of killing the fly that annoyed 
him, put it out of the window, saying: “Go, poor devil; get 
thee gone! Why should I hurt thee? This world surely is large 
enough to hold both thee and me.’ Whereupon Burr said, 
sadly: “If I had read Sterne more and Voltaire less, I should 
have known that this world was wide enough for both Hamil- 
ton and me.” i Li) enter 

In tracing this celebrated trial, my thoughts have reverted 
to another indictment for treason within our memory, found 
in the Federal Court at Richmond, March 26, 1868, against a 
man superior in intellect to Burr, and immeasureably above 
him in moral character. I refer to the indictment of Jefferson 
Davis, the President of the conquered Southern Confederacy, 
under the dictation of the infamous Underwood, by a Grand 
Jury composed of ignorant free negroes and an inferior class 
of white men, popularly known as carpet-baggers and scala- 
wags. In looking over the panel of this jury I recogize but 
one whom I ever met, and he was the colored barber, Lomax 
B. Smith, who so long kept a shop under the Exchange Hotel. 
He doubtless was the most respectable member of the jury. 
What a contrast with the jury which indicated Burr! On Dec. 
5, 1868, Mr. Davis appeared in court, haggard and worn by 
his long and cruel confinement at Fortress Monroe, from 
which he had not recovered after he had been allowed bail. 
Chief Justice Chase, an able and pure judge, who had studied 
his profession in the office of William Wirt, presided over the 
court. At his side, in the place of the upright and learned 
Cyrus Griffin, sat that paragon of ignorance and corruption, 
John C. Underwood. Two of the most accomplished lawyers 
that ever graced the American bar—Robert Ould and Charles 
O’Conor—appeared for the defense, while R. H. Dana, a dis- 
tinguished Northern lawyer, and H. H. Wells, a carpet-bagger, 
appeared for the prosecution. 

Mr. Jefferson, after whom Mr. Davis was named, had long 
been in his grave, but his influence on American institutions 
was still powerful, and was all on the side of the accused on 
this oceasion; for if the right of revolution, embodied by him 
in the Declaration of Independence, as the very foundation of 
America’s right to a separate government, was allowed, or the 
Federal system was a compact between sovereign States. as he 
taught, then Mr. Davis was not a citizen owing allegiance to 
the United States Government, after the secession of the 
Southern States, when the war had been levied; and if not a 
citizen owing allegiance to the United States, he could not 
commit treason against it. On the motion to quash the indict- 
ment, the Chief Justice voted in the affirmative, while Under- 
wood voted in the negative. Thereupon the question was cer- 
tified to the Supreme Court of the United States; and if ever 
decided by that court, no certificate of the fact has ever reached 
the lower court. But on Feb. 11, 1869, the sureties on the 
bail bond were absolved, and the prosecution dropped, a happy 
solution of the difficult questions which confronted the Federal 
Government. 








ARREST AND TRIAL OF JESUS VIEWED FROM 
A LEGAL STANDPOINT. 


An Address by Justice W. J. Gaynor of the Supreme Court of 
the State of New York, Before the Thursday Morn- 
ing Club of Great Barrington, Mass. 








« 
I come here to speak upon the arrest and trial of Jesus, 
viewed from the standpoint of their regularity and legality ac- 
cording to the system of law and government under which 
they occurred. Though the subject be one which requires us 
to leave out of consideration, for the time being, the divinity of 
Jesus, it cannot be approached without reverence. 
There seems to be scarcely any idea of the fact that Jesus 
was tried and condemned in a court of law. The common un- 
derstanding of this great event does not embrace any im- 
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pression of judicial order or system. The general notion is that 
Jesus was the victim of a mob, and almost of what we call 
lynch law. That his destruction was wrought under the 
operation of an exact system of government, law and judicial 
procedure, is seldom thought of. And yet such was the case. 
It was in 1887 that I first looked at Munckacsy’s great painting, 
“Christ Before Pilate.” There was Pilate represented as sit- 
ting upon the judgment seat, with Jesus standing before him, 
and a mob howling for his condemnation. It did not seem that 
that could be true. In the first place, the gospel narratives 
show that Jesus was not tried before Pilate, but before a Jew- 
ish court. These narratives, though somewhat crude and un- 
precise, are nevertheless quite unmistakable. In the next 
place, though Pilate had incidental judicial powers as pro- 
curator of the Emperor, in matters relating to Roman jurisdic- 
tion and administration in the province of Judea, he did not 
sit as a judge in the case, but acted only in his executive 
capacity as Roman governor or procurator. Judea had been 
conquered by Rome, and made a Roman province, and Pilate 
Was at that time the governor sent out from Rome. He was 
primarily an executive, not a judicial officer. And finally, no 
such scene could have occurred in a Roman court; for Roman 
jurisprudence was the most scientific and august that has ever 
existed, and to this day forms the substantive part, and stands 
as the model, of every legal system in Christendom. A crim- 
inal trial in a Roman court was an orderly procedure, embrac- 
ing the confronting of the accused with the witnesses against 
him, and their examination in his presence; and this method 
Was not confined to Rome, but was followed by the Romans 
wherever they established civil tribunals for the administra- 
tion of justice. 


The subject we are considering naturally calls up questions 
which embrace its entire scope. Was the arrest of Jesus law- 
ful and regular? What was charged against him, and did it 
constitute a crime in law? Was the Jewish court which tried 
him lawfully constituted, and had it jurisdiction? Was the trial 
conducted fairly and according to law? Was the judgment of 
the court supported by evidence? And, finally, what was the 
nature of Pilate’s official action, and to what extent may he be 
held responsible for the death of Jesus? 


Jesus was tried before the great Jewish council and court 
called the Sanhedrim, the most formal and imposing, and prob- 
ably the most august, judicial tribunal which ever sat. The 
judges of the Sanhedrim were seventy-one in number, consist- 
ing of the high priest, the chief priests, the elders and the 
scribes. (Encyclopedia Britannica.) In minor cases three 
judges made a quorum or lawful court, while in case of life 
and death the requisite number was twenty-three. There was 
no such thing as a sole judge in Israel. “Be not a sole judge, 
for there is no sole judge but One,” was the law. The judicature 
of the Jews was as exact, scrupulous and minute, especially in 
cases of life and death, as ever existed, and its spirit has been 
breathed as the breath of life into every Christian jurispru- 
dence in the world. It went even beyond the question of rea- 
sonable doubt in our law in favor of those accused of crime, 
concerning which we occasionally hear such shallow criticism. 
An ordinary trial might be prolonged into and concluded in the 
night time, but a trial for life could only be held during the day 
time, and a judgment of acquittal only could be rendered upon 
the day on which it was ended. If such a judgment was not 
arrived at upon that day, then the court had to postpone judg- 
ment to the morrow. Meantime the judges had to stay to- 
gether, “and eating little meat and drinking no wine,” confer 
upon the case. 

In minor trials a majority of one was necessary to judg- 
ment; but in capital trials a majority of two was required to 
condemn. In a criminal case the accused could not be made 
to witness against himself; nor could a conviction be had in a 
capital case upon the testimony of a sole witness. At least 
two witnesses were necessary. “At the mouth of two witnesses, 
or three witnesses, shall he that is worthy of death be put to 
death; but at the mouth of one witness he shall not be put to 
death” (Deuteronomy xvii., 6). And they had to give their 
testimony confronted by the accused, and “agree together.” 
This was a critical point, and their testimony was scrutinized 
and compared on the question of agreement with the utmost 
technicality. In cases of life and death, rule after rule, and 
presumption after presumption, in favor of the accused, were 
laid down and accumulated vatil a false conviction was almost 
impossible; and the spirit of the law in reference to the taking 
of human life is well manifested in that saying found in the 
Mishnah, that the Sanhedrim which oftener than once in seven 
years condemns to death, is a Sanhedrim of murderers. 

Nor did the safeguards thrown around the accused end 
with his conviction. He was then led out to be stoned to death, 
that being the Jewish manner of execution (1 Kings xxi., 13; 
Leviticus xxiv., 14); but the court remained sitting, and if any 
one still presented himself in time to show the innocence of 
the condemned, he was recalled for further hearing. A prac- 
tical illustration of this is to be found in the story of the 
chaste Susanna and the elders, she being called back while on 
her way to execution, upon the interposition of young Daniel, 
and acquitted, her false accusers being put to death instead 
(Daniel xiii., Douay translation). Even though the story be 
considered apocryphal, its antiquity makes it authoritative 


in respect of Jewish criminal procedure. 

We ascertain what were the laws, and established pro- 
cedure under which Jesus was arrested and tried, by turning 
to the Pentateuch of the Old Testament (especially to Exodus 
and Deuteronomy), which contained the written.or statute 
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law, and to the Mishnah, which contained the common, or 
custom-made law, expressed in the precepts and commentaries 
of the learned rabbis or doctors of the law. These commen- 
taries were replete with casuistries and niceties which became 
an abuse, and also grew to be very voluminous, as is the 
case with the decisions and commentaries upon our own law 
The learned Rabbi Hillel, who just preceded the time of Jesus, 
being therefore asked in jest by a Roman official if he would 
tell him the whole law while standing upon one foot, gravely 
complied and responded: “What thou would not have done 
to thyself, do not to thy neighbor. This is the whole law 
All else is commentary.” There has recently come from the 
press a little book with the title, “As Others Saw Him,” writ- 
ten by a learned young Orientalist of London, which con- 
veys in a most attractive way a general understanding of the 
Jewish law and judicial system as they were at the time of 
Jesus, and also gives a most vivid impression of the person- 
ality and daily life of Jesus. 


There is no historical account of the arrest and trial of 
Jesus except that of the gospel narrative. In prosecuting our 
inquiry we have therefore to depend wholly upon them. In 
fact, outside of them we are not only without historical au- 
thority upon the subject, but almost without any for the 
existence of Jesus. It seems to be generally conceded that the 
passage concerning him in Josephus is a spurious interpola- 
tion, styling him as it does “a doer of wonderful works,” and 
even averring that “he was the Christ,” and that “when Pilate, 
at the suggestion of the principal men among us, had con- 
demned Him to the cross” He appeared “alive again the third 
day, as the divine prophets had foretold these and 10,000 other 
wonderful things concerning Him” (Antiquities, Book xviii,, 
chapter 3, sub. 3.) It does not seem that Josephus could have 
written anything like this. It bears the impress and has the 
sound of a much later date. All that is left is the passage in 
Tacitus which, after telling how Nero, in order to divert the 
rumor that he himself had set fire to Rome, accused the Chris- 
tians of it, and tortured many of them to death, states that 
“Christus, the founder of that name, was put to death as a 
criminal by Pontius Pilate,” but that his “pernicious supersti- 
tion’ broke out again “not only through Judea, where the 
mischief originated, but through the city of Rome also, whither 
all things horrible and disgraceful flow, from all quarters, as 
to a common receptacle.”” (Annals, book 15, sub. 44.) 


The Jewish nation was at the time of Jesus under Roman 
dominion; but as was usual with the Romans in dealing with 
subject nations, they had left to the Jews their religion, laws, 
manners and usages, and even their system of judicial adminis- 
tration, except in respect of Roman jurisdiction and admin- 
istration over the province, and also as they might be other- 
wise incompatible with Roman supremacy; so that it was the 
ordinary course for Jesus to be tried in a Jewish court for an 
alleged offense against Jewish law. Later, when Paul was 
being tried before the Sanhedrim, and was in danger, he was 
rescued by the Roman soldiers only because he was a Roman 
citizen, and therefore entitled to trial before a Roman tri- 
bunal (Acts xxili., 10, 27; xxiv., 6, 7). Under Roman conquest, 
a nation was usually made merely tributary at first, and lost 
its autonomy by slow degrees. British rule in India furnishes 
an illustration of the same policy of gradual assimilation and 
absorption. 

In now proceeding to a discussion of the legality and reg- 
ularity of the arrest of Jesus, and of his subsequent trial be- 
fore the Sanhedrim, it scarcely need be said that the pro- 
ceedings must be viewed from a Jewish standpoint. It would 
be idle to dispose of the subject in the disposition of mind 
that Jesus, being the Christ, could not be lawfully arrested or 
condemned for anything. Though this be true in itself, still 
the Jews did not believe, much less know, that they were 
prosecuting their Messiah. In fact, Jesus did not answer 
at all to the idea or conception of the Messiah which had 
existed in the Jewish mind, and was the source of the firm 
faith in the Hebrew people of the future triumph of their 
polity and nation. That polity embraced in its dual scope, 
spiritual and worldly hopes, expectations and aspirations alike; 
it was spirituality and temporality intermingled. In the the- 
ocratic system of the Jews, the high priest was the head of 
the State. There was no conception of a kingdom of heaven, 
or of spiritual welfare, as separate or distinguished from an 
earthly kingdom, or temporal prosperity, but on the contrary 
they were one. Hence, the Jews could not associate the Mes- 
siahship with one who came merely calling sinners to re- 
pentance, and proclaiming that his kingdom was not of this 
world. Through all their past vicissitudes, Jehovah had raised 
up prophets and divinely inspired leaders, who had guided and 
led them through their escapes, conflicts and triumphs; and 
the yet greater prophet to come, the Christ, was, according to 
their conception (the only one they ever had from the be- 
ginning), to have a similar mission. Being under the galling 
yoke of Rome when Jesus came, this idea was strong within 
them. 

The arrest of Jesus was not at the instance of any formal 
accusation, which was a prerequisite to a legal arrest under 
Jewish law, but it was brought about by a conspiracy of the 
members of the Sanhedrim, his judges; namely, the high priest, 
the chief priests, elders and scribes. Accompanied by his im- 
mediate disciples and friends, Jesus had journeyed up from 
Galilee to Jerusalem to participate in the solemn feast of the 
Passover. He had taught all along the way, drawing to him 
followers from among the devout, throngs wending their way 
to Jerusalem for the same purpose; so that on the first day 
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of the week in which he was crucified, he entered Jerusalem 
in a triumphal manner, in the midst of a great retinue, filled 
with religious enthusiasm which he had inspired. 


His fame had preceded him. He had stirred up the people, 

“teaching throughout all Jewry, beginning from Gallilee to 
this place” (Luke xxili., 5). He strafghtway went to the tem- 
ple, and there daily continued to teach openly. He was a re- 
former, and against the existing order of things. He publicly 
denounced the ruling class as “hypocrites,” a “generation of 
vipers,” and the like, and warned the people to “beware” of 
them. He could not abide their cattle-selling and money- 
changing in the temple iteelf. He exposed their hypocrisy, 
greed and corruption. He abhorred the use they were mak- 
ing of Official position and the laws to enrich themselves and 
oppress the people. He silenced and humiliated them in pub- 
lic discussion when they sought, as Matthew says, to “en- 
tangle him im his talk” (xxii., 15). The following of Jesus was 
large and growing rapidly. The authorities were filled with 
envy, hate and fear of him, and sought to destroy him; but 
when they menaced him in public, they feared the people and 
had to refrain lest a tumult arise (Matthew xxi., 46). They 
were afraid to proceed against him openly. “Then assembled 
together the chief priests, and the scribes, and the elders of the 
people, unto the palace of the high priest, who was called 
Caiaphas, and consulted that they might take Jesus by subtil- 
ty and kill him” (Matthew xxvi., 3). Jesus had taken the pre- 
caution of withdrawing outside of the city each night with 
the chosen Twelve, and of sleeping out of doors, though in the 
daytime he felt safe even in the temple. Those who attribute 
his action In this particular to his being unable to get accom- 
modation in the city, owing to the great throng attending the 
feast, overlook the fact that there must have been many roofs 
in Jerusalem under which Jesus would have been an honored 
guest; for his followers, though generally poor, or of moderate 
means, were intelligent and respectable people such as have 
always unselfishly encouraged efforts for wholesome reforms, 
and helped their day and generation forward. But “one of the 
Twelve” was corrupted by the chief priests to betray him, and 
after dark led a multitude with swords and staves to his place 
of concealment to take him; and with this multitude Luke ac- 
tually associates members of the Sanhedrim, namely, chief 
priests and elders (xxii., 52), so eager were they to get him in 
their power. The fourth Gospel is alone in seeming to mention 
a band of Roman soldiers as participating in the arrest (xviii., 
3, 12). The three synoptic gospels give no such account, and 
it is difficult to see how it can be correct, for if Jesus had 
been arrested under Roman authority it would have been for 
an alleged offense against Roman jurisdiction and government 
in the province, and he would have been brought before a 
Roman magistrate. Moreover, subsequent events show that 
the Roman authorities were not instrumental in placing Jesus 
in the power of his enemies. On the contrary, they sympa- 
thized with Jesus. 

With the disposition which I have described prevailing 
against him in the minds of his judges, Jesus was about to be 
brought to trial before them. Of course, it need not be said, 
that being thus prejudiced, they were not fit to try him. But 
the fact of their prejudice, and, that, notwithstanding it, they 
sat in judgment upon him, is not singular or unique in the 
world’s history. The judicial wrongs and murders of every civ- 
ilization and age, need not be cited to dispel and dissent to this 
statement. And the result of such trials has always been the 
same. Whether the accused was guilty or innocent, the con- 
viction has always proved more injurious to social order than 
acquittal would have been. In the administration of justice, 
it is quite as important that justice appear to be done as that 
it be done. 

Although it was night-time, the three synoptical gospels 
agree that Jesus was straightway led away to the high priest 
Caiaphas, at his palace, where, as the first two say, the other 
members of the Samhedrim, namely, the chief priests, elders 
and scribes, were assembled with him (Matthew xxvi., 57; 
Mark xv., 53; Luke xxii., 54). Luke’s Gospel does not directly 
say that the members of the court were assembled, but inas- 
much as it says, as has been seen, that the chief priests and 
elders were present at the capture, it follows from the narra- 
tive, that they were present at the high priest’s house. It does 
not, however, give any proceedings of the court as occurring 
during the night. John’s gospel says that Jesus was first 
taken before Annas, the father-in-law of Caiaphas (xvii., 13). 
This is not improbable, though none of the other gospels men- 
tions it, for although Annas had been deposed from the office 
of high priest by Valerius Gratus, Pilate’s predecessor, and 
another placed in his stead (Josephus, book xvii., chapter 2, 
sub. 2), the Jews undoubtedly continued to regard him as de 
jure high priest, and recognized his authority, although in 
dealing officially with the Roman authority, or in matters in 
which its concurrence or sanction was necessary, the high 
priest recognized by that authority had to act. This better ac- 
counts for the apparent error in the chronological passage in 
Luke’s gospel fixing the time of the coming of the Baptist, 
namely, that in the fifteenth year of the reign of Tiberius 
Caesar, Pontius Pilate being Governor of Judea, Annas and 
Caiaphas were the high priests (iii., 1, 2), than to attribute to 
the writer of that gospel, as Strauss in his “Life of Jesus” does, 
the ignorance of supposing there could be under Jewish law 
and government two high priests at the same time. John’s 
gospel is silent as to members of the court being present, and 
it is not altogether clear whether it means that the proceed- 
ings which it gives were before Annas or before Caiaphas. 
After saying that Jesus was taken before Annas, and then 








narrating the proceedings, it says in consecutive order that 
Annas sent Jesus bound to Caiaphas (xvili., 24). The erroneous 
translation of this verse in the King James version helps to 
make it plain that such proceedings were before Caiaphas. 
The reading there is: “Now Annas had sent him bound unto 
Caiaphas, the high priest,” which implies that what preceded 
had occurred before Caiaphas after Jesus had been so sent 
before him by Annas. The recent revised version is: “Annas 
therefore sent him bound to Caiaphas, the high priest,” and 
the concededly literal, though not classic, Douay version is: 
“And Annas sent him bound to Caiaphas, the high priest.” 
The agreement between these two versions where they differ 
from the King James version is notable. But the account in 
this beautiful Gospel of John, which was obviously intended by 
its author, whoever he was, more as a pious and mystical 
composition than as a complete record of events, cannot be 
taken into full acount as against the other gospels. The cir- 
cumstantial narratives of the first two gospels must govern. 
They agree that Jesus was formally tried during the night of 
his arrest before the high priest and other members of the 
Sanhedrim assembled in his palace. The witnesses against 
him were examined openly in his presence, and then he was 
called upon to answer. It is to be assumed that a quorum was 
present, for there is no reason to suspect otherwise, and that 
the court had jurisdiction is beyond doubt. 


It is plain from each of the gospel narratives, that the al- 
leged crime for which Jesus was tried and convicted was 
blasphemy; an offense for which individuals are also prose- 
cuted in our time, although that which is blasphemy in one 
age often ceases to be such in a following age. Jesus had 
been claiming supernatural power, which in a human being 
was blasphemy. It was for this that the Jews had some time 
before taken up stones against him as he was teaching: “For 
a good’ work we stone thee not; but for blasphemy; and be- 
cause that thou being man, makest thyself God.” (John x., 33.) 

Under the Jewish system of procedure the charge against 
an accused was not reduced to a formal writing. It rested 
in the testimony of the accusing witnesses; a simple method 
which has its advocates to-day, as preferable to technical 
written indictments, under which many criminals have se- 
cured acquittal for a variance between the proof and the in- 
dictment. The first gospel says that when Jesus had been 
brought before them, “the chief priests and elders and ail the 
council sought false witness against Jesus’ (xxvi., 59); the 
second does not say they sought false witness, but simply 
that they “sought for witness” (xiv., 55); but even the spectacle 
of judges seeking for witnesses against one arrested without 
accusers is shocking. The first gospel says they found none, 
“yea, though many false witnesses came, yet found they 
none.” The second says they found none, “for many bare false 
witness against him, but their witness agreed not together.” 
The first then says: “At the last came two false ‘witnesses and 
said, ‘This fellow said “I am able to destroy the Temple of 
God, and to build it in three days.” ’” The second correspond- 
ingly says: “And there arose certain, and bear false witness 
against him, saying, ‘We heard him say, “I will destroy this 
temple that is made with hands, and within three days I will 
build another made without hands;”’” and then adds: “But 
neither so did their witness agree together.’’ The first gospel 
makes no claim that the two who came at the last did not 
agree together; it simply says there were false witnesses. The 
second says they were false, and further that they did not 
agree together. But it states just what the witnesses said, 
from which they appear to have substantially agreed. Nor can 
the statement that they were false witnesses be taken in the 
literal sense. As a matter of fact, the Johannine Gospel re- 
lates that Jesus had made such an assertion while teaching 
in the temple (ii., 19), but it says “He spake of the temple of 
his body;” which, however, not only the Jews, but evidently 
His own disciples, did not perceive, for it is added that the lat- 
ter “remembered” it when he was risen from the dead. The 
Jews had asked Him for a sign, and for answer, standing 
there in the temple, he exclaimed: “Destroy this temple, and 
in three days I will raise it up.’”’ The answer of the Jews, 
“Forty and six years was this temple in building, and wilt 
Thou rear it up in three days?” shows what was their under- 
standing of the words of Jesus, and he does not seem to have 
disclaimed the meaning they attributed to him. The question 
whether the witnesses were literally false, turns not upon what 
Jesus meant, but what He said. That the offense of which, as 
well as the particular testimony upon which, Jesus was con- 
victed, was generally known, is shown by the raillery of those 
who passed by as He hung upon the cross: “Thou that de- 
stroyest the temple and buildest it in three days, save Thyself 
and come down from the cross.” (Mark xv., 29; Matthew 
xxvii., 40.) 

The said two synoptic gospels which give the particulars 
of the trial unite in saying that upon the close of the evidence 
against Jesus the high priest, who presided over the court, said 
to Him: “Answerest Thou nothing? What is it which these 
witness against Thee?” This was the usual call upon the ac; 
cused to put in his defense. But it was a travesty upon justice 
to require him to make his defense without giving him time to 
prepare it. The same thing has often happened since, however, 
and occasionally happens now. Jesus held His peace, and poor 
humanity also has often held its peace since under like circum- 
stances. At the end of the hearing the high priest adjured 
Jesus to say whether He was Christ, to which He answered, 
according to the first Gospel: “Thou hast said; according to 
the second, “I am,” and according to the third, “Ye say that 
I am,” the fourth having nothing upon the subject; and the 
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first two Saying that He added that thereafter they would “see 
the Son of Man sitting on the right hand of power and coming 
in the clouds of heaven,’’* which seems to have been a com- 
bined reference to and quotation from three different Scrip- 
tures (Daniel vii. 13, Pslams viii., 4, cx., 1). Thereupon 
the high priest rent His clothes and exclaimed: “What fur- 
ther need have we of witnesses? Behold, now ye have heard 
His blasphemy. What think ye?’ Then they all adjudged 
Him “guilty of death.”” It has been said that Jesus was thus 
made to witness against Himself, and that He was convicted 
upon His own testimony, which was contrary to Jewish law. 
But this view does not seem to be wholly correct. Two wit- 
nesses, the requisite number, having given evidence against 
Him, it would be exaggeration to say that He was convicted 
wholly upon His own confession, if it might be surmised that 
He would not have been convicted without it. 

The narratives of the synoptic, or first three, gospels, agree 
that the next morning the Sanhedrim again formally met and 
took final action in the case; “took counsel against Jesus to 
put Him to death” (Matthew xxvii., 1, Mark xv., 1, Luke xxii., 
66). The third Gospel mentions as taking place at this morn- 
ing session proceedings which the other two assign to the pre- 
vious night, namely, the closing adjuration and judgment 
scene. The case was quite obviously adjourned to the morn- 
ing, to the end that Jesus could be formally adjudged guilty 
then, for, as we have seen, in a capital case a judgment of con- 
viction could not be rendered the same day the trial was con- 
cluded. As we have also seen, it was illegal to hold the trial 
in the night time. The legal course for the authorities to have 
followed when Jesus was arrested was that taken by them in 
the case of Peter and John when they arrested them not long 
afterward, and “put them in ward until the morrow, for it was 
now eventide” (Acts iv., 3, Revised version). But if they had 
deferred the trial till next day, they could not have given judg- 
ment of conviction upon that day, and the day after that being 
the Sabbath, upon which they could not sit at all, they would 
have had to wait over it also. Being in this dilemma, in their 
haste for the trial and conviction, they justified themselves by 
some casuistry to hold the trial upon the night of the arrest, 
which would enable them, with some claim of regularity, to 
pronounce the judgment as they did the next day. 


If I were to express formal conclusions, they would be: 
(i) That the arrest was not legal, there being no accuser; (2) 
that the charge constituted a defined criminal offense, and was 
therefore one upon which a person could be legally convicted; 
(3) that the court was lawfully constituted and had jurisdic- 
tion; (4) that the trial was precipitate and not conducted fairly; 
(5) that it was unlawfully held in the night time; (6) that the 
judgment was supported by evidence the sufficiency of which 
the court had the right to pass upon; (7) that it was an unjust 
judgment, given by judges so prejudiced against Jesus as to 
be unfit to try Him. 

It only remains to consider the part of Pilate in the world’s 
greatest tragedy. When the Jewish court had condemned 
Jesus to death, the next step was to have the sentence ex- 
ecuted. For that purpose it was necessary then, just as it is 
with us now, to turn the condemned over to the executive au- 
thority. The judicial authority renders judgment, but the ex- 
ecutive authority carries it out. The executive power in Judea 
was in the Roman Governor. Therefore, after formally con- 
demning Jesus at the morning session of the Sanhedrim, the 
high priests, the chief priests, elders and scribes, who con- 
stituted the court, delivered Jesus over to Pilate to put Him to 
death. “And when they had bound Him they led Him away 
and delivered Him to Pontius Pilate, the Governor” (Matthew 
xxvii., 2). Up to this point Roman authority had nothing to 
do with the matter. Pilate was now reluctant to sanction and 
carry out the judgment of the Jewish court. He of course 
knew what had been going on, and he looked upon Jesus as 
an innocent man, persecuted from bigotry, envy and hate by 
the ruling class of his own race, against whose conduct he had 
been outspoker. Pilate had heard much of Jesus, admired His 
honesty and courage, and was disposed to save Him. He cared 
nothing for His teachings, but Jesus had made a great stir in 
the Jewish world, and curiosity to see and converse with Him 
and a sense of fair play in His behalf were evidently aroused 
in Pilate. If instead of Jesus it had been some ordinary crim- 
inal, condemned by the Sanhedrim at its morning session, who 
had been brought to Pilate, there would have been no parley- 
ing, but the approval and execution of the judgment would 
have been a mere matter of executive routine. The Jewish 
authorities wanted the same course followed, and without de- 
lay, in the case of Jesus. They had not come to Pilate to 
accuse Jesus and have Him tried according to Roman law and 
procedure. This is made manifest by their sharp answer to 
Pilate’s inquiry what the accusation against Jesus was, namely: 
“Tf he were not a malefactor we would not have delivered Him 
up unto thee” (John xviii., 30). This was in effect saying: ‘“We 
have tried and condemned Him, and that is enough; it is not 
for you to ask what He is guilty of, or whether He be guilty; 
we are not asking you to try Him; give the order for His ex- 
ecution.” 

There is no foundation for saying there was a trial before 
Pilate. There was not even a witness examined. The juris- 
prudence of Rome knew of no such trial as that. Pilate knew 
as well as his successor, Festus, did, when Paul, having claimed 
the rights and protection of a Roman, was accused before him 
afterward, that it was ‘not the manner of the Romans to de- 
liver any man to die before that he which is accused have the 
accusers face to face, and have license to answer for himself 
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ing to the third Gospel, in his perplexity, he seized upon the 
mention of Gallilee, and, learning that Jesus was from th “4 
place, he sent Him before Herod, tetrarch of Galilee, and aa 
derer of John the Baptist, who happened to be in Jerusalem at 
the time (Luke xxiii., 6). This episode seems extraordinary in 
itself, and no mention is made of it in any of the other g0s- 
pels. That Herod sent Jesus back was to be expected, for h 
had no jurisdiction whatever in the case. ; ‘6 

Being an educated and enlightened man, and knowing that 
Jesus was the innocent victim of bigotry, envy and hate Pilate 
nevertheless yielded to the demand of the Jewish authorities 
and delivered Him over, not to them, as the fourth gospel is 
alone in saying (xix., 16), but to his own soldiers to be put to 
death; and He was put to death not in the way of the Jews, by 
stoning, but after the manner of the Romans, namely, by 
crucifixion. The idea that Pilate tried and condemned Jesus 
and was wholly responsible for His death, has been fostered by 
the sentence in the Apostles’ Creed, “Suffered under Pontius 
Pilate,” which, however, is only a chronological statement 
meaning under or during the rule or governorship of Pilate. 
Having the power and the right to save Jesus, and knowing 
that he ought to, Pilate failed to do so, and to this extent he 
may be justly held accountable for His death. 

And thus was the destruction of Jesus wrought; and even 
in this hour, as we see Him hanging from the cross upon the 
hill called Golgotha, we still hear His death cry, so human in 
its awful and pathetic woe, that human hearts continue to 
yearn and sob over it as coming from a divine heart: “My 
God, my God, why hast Thou forsaken Me?” 

Though the Jewish people have been unable to recognize 
Jesus as the Christ, they have since come to fully realize that, 
through the selfish bigotry and intolerance of the so-called 
leading men among them, the purest and loftiest character 
their race has ever produced was unjustly put to death. Who 
has not observed that hushed and mournful note, like the 
soughing of the wind through pine tops, which this feeling has 
caused to vibrate among them? It could not be otherwise with 
a race as finely strung as the finest stringed instrument, as 
their literature and history show them to be. They feel as 
did Renan, also a disbeliever in the divinity of Jesus, in finish- 
ing his life of Jesus: “There never was but one Jesus, and 
there never will be another.” 








DANGEROUS TENDENCIES OF TRUSTS AND 
COMBINATIONS. 


Following is the full text of the address delivered by Judge 
N. W. Finley before the State Bar Association of Texas at 
Galveston: 


Combinations and conspiracies in restraint of trade in 
modern parlance are usually referred to and denominated 
trusts. The word trust as a law term has been understood to 
convey the idea of one person holding the title of property, 
whether real or personal, for another, called the beneficiary. 
In this sense the term implies a subject of equitable cog- 
nizance; it suggests a relation between persons regarded as 
sacred to protect which judicial tribunals put aside many legal 
rules and restrictions applied by courts of law to the ordinary 
transactions between men. It is to be found in the text books 
and reports as a distinct comprehensive head of equity; and 
the moment the eye of the trained lawyer rests upon it the 
arbitrary, stern and unrelaxing principles of law are obscured 
by the broad humane principles of justice and right, as recog- 
nized and administered by courts of chancery. 

It would seem to be a pity that a word which was formerly 
ladened with sacred suggestions only should have been chosen 
to designate a thing generally regarded as sordid, selfish, 
grasping and oppressive. But so it is; the once innocent word 
trust now describes a combination or conspiracy of individuals 
or corporations, formed for the purpose of suppressing com- 
petition in commercial channels or controlling the production 
and price of commodities of trade, through the power of com- 
bined capital. In this sense I shall hereafter use the word in 
this discussion, feeling that I have acquitted myself of the re- 
sponsibility for its abuse. 

The subject of trusts occupies a prominent place in the 
public mind, and has lately received much attention from the 
public press, platforms of political discussion, legislative bodies 
and judicial tribunals. Ordinarily, trusts in whatever form 
they may exist, disclaim their real offensive character and the 
public is made conscious of their existence through the con- 
ditions of tradé and commerce. While this is true, it is now & 
matter of common knowledge needing no demonstration that 
they exist and operate to an extent which affects almost the 
entire field of trade and commerce. 
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While we may be able to find a few persons who are ready 
to defend trusts, upon the ground that they are the legitimate 
outgrowth of economic conditions, and are beneficial to the 
general public, we can find no intelligent person who will deny 
their existence, nor the fact that their operations affect prac- 
tically all the avenues of trade and commerce. Their growth 
in this country during the last decade has been marvelous in 
extent, and they have now assumed such vast proportions and 
their influences are so potent and general throughout the coun- 
try that the man must be dull, indeed, who fails to discern their 
presence and feel the force of their power. Year by year they 
have multiplied in number until their name is legion; and year 
by year they have grown in strength and power, until their in- 
fluence penetrates every section of this country, affects every 
legitimate business conducted in it and may be felt by every 
family in the land. They have laid their grasping hand upon 
the food we eat, the clothes we wear, the fuel that warms 
our bodies in freezing weather and the ice which gives us a 
cooling draught in torrid heat. They have seized articles of 
household and kitchen furniture designed for the comfort 
and convenience of the family, taken in their grasp im- 
plements of industry employed by labor, and blocked the high- 
ways of transportation against the natural laws of competi- 
tion. They have burdened the laboratories of science and the 
studios of art and have even laid heavy tribute upon the school 
books out of which the minds of our children are trained. 

Not content with their dominion over things utilized by the 
living, they have drawn into their clutches even the caskets 
into which our lifeless bodies are placed to rest and buried in 
Mother Earth to await the resurrection morn. It would be 
tedious and tiresome to give statistical information upon the 
extent to which trusts now operate in channels of commerce, 
and it would serve no good purpose, as there are none who 
need to be convinced of the magnitude of their proportions. 

It is urged by their defendants that they are the natural 
product of existing economic conditions and are productive of 
good, rather than evil, to the general public. This view of 
the subject is entertained by comparatively few disinterested 
persons, but if the position be sound, this furnishes no good 
reason why it should be disregarded. I am fully prepared to 
admit that existing economic conditions are favorable to the 
creation of trusts and with the aid of a system of protective 
tariff, which has prevailed for about a third of a century in 
our country, they are readily made effective in overcoming and 
suppressing the competition naturally arising from the in- 
dividual efforts and enterprise set forth by many persons en- 
gaged along the same lines in the world of trade and com- 
merce. 

The vast fortunes which have been accumulated by a mere 
handful of our people, principally in the East, at a conservative 
estimate, has placed one-half the wealth of the country in the 
hands of forty-five thousand people. while two hundred and 
fifty thousand own nearly three-fourths of the whole. There 
are a hundred families worth $25,000,000 each; seventy families 
of the average wealth of $37,500,000 and ten American citizens 
whose wealth is $100,000,000 apiece. The other half of the wealth 
of the country is distributed among nearly 70,000,000 of people 
in about these proportions. There are 1,200,000 families of the 
middle class, whose average wealth per family is $6,250; and 
there are 11,620,000 families of the working class, whose average 
wealth per family is $968. 

These are the recent estimates of Hon. Thomas G. Sherman, 
and they are generally received as reliable. From these state- 
ments it will be readily seen that the rich few may easily 
combine to control production and prices in this country, if 
the foreign competitor can be kept out of the field by means of 
a protective tariff, or if sufficient burdens be imposed upon 
articles of foreign production to a sufficient extent to prevent 
real competition in prices. With the strong arm of the general 
Government to hold off foreign competition by means of pro- 
tective duties, it is entirely feasible for the few possessors of 
great wealth to combine and control all the departments of 
trade and commerce. 

What can the scattered millions of people do with their 
small individual holdings to prevent the millionaires from hold- 
ing the reins of commerce and driving the steed of trade at any 
pace which might suit their caprice? Let the wreck and ruin 
of thousands of individual enterprises all over the land which 
have attempted to stand up against combination and monop- 
oly give answer to the question. It is the fight of the dwarf 
against the giant, the lamb against the wolf, or the tender, 
submissive infant against the hungry, ferocious tiger. Yes, 
candor compels the admission that economical conditions ren- 
der the creation of trusts easy of accomplishment, and it is 
quite clear that the protective tariff can hold at bay all for- 
eign competition, and enable the rich to combine the power of 
their wealth, crush out individual enterprise and effort, force 
the natural laws of trade and fix prices according to their own 
sweet will, regardless of how it may affect the interests of 
the country at large. 

The further contention that these combinations of capital 
in restraint of trade are beneficial to the general public has 
not been successfully demonstrated by logical argument or real- 
ized through the test of experience. It is clear that the cost 
of production can be largely diminished by the consolidation 
of a number of plants, and the cutting off of all necessary 
machinery and material for its operation, surplus labor and 
numerous salaried officers. It is equally apparent that the 
large combination of capital represented in the consolidated 
business is more able to supply the concern with all the ad- 
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If it were shown that the general public would always be 
the beneficiary of such lessened cost of production it would be 
quite a strong argument in favor of such combinations, in so 
far as they relate to the production and manufacture of arti- 
cles of trade which are consumed or utilized by the genera? 
public. To discard the excess of labor which would exist under 
such a system of combination and consolidation would fall 
heavily upon the working classes; but if the great masses of 
the people received the full benefit of the lessened cost of 
production, in cheaper prices for articles of commerce required 
by the people generally, then, under the principle of “the great- 
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The inventive genius of the age has been constantly bring- 
ing forth new machinery to do the work of man, and every 
such machine invented has pushed labor from its place and 
thrown laborers adrift. This is the inevitable product of 
progress and civilization, yet the intelligent lover of his race 
and country would not check its advancing columns to prevent 
the unfortunate displacement of human labor. 

But, while the formation of trusts decreases the cost of 
production, it does not follow that the public gets the benefit 
in cheaper prices. Trusts are not organized for public benefit, 
but strictly for private gain. They cherish no patriotic pur- 
poses, and indulge not in human sympathy. They consider not 
the effects of their operations upon the general conditions of 
the country, but look with a single eye to revenues which go 
into their coffers. They stop not to weigh the burden they 
lay upon the people, but calculate with nicety how high they 
can place their prices without decreasing the consumption to 
a point which would lessen their profits. 

I will assert that trusts never reduce prices of articles of 
commerce. They frequently do reduce prices; but whenever 
they do so it is with the object of crushing out some enter- 
prise which has dared to enter the field of competition against 
their combination and monopoly, or to meet some foreign com- 
petition which has not been effectively throttled by protective 
duties. When these obstacles to their freedom of action in 
fixing prices are removed, and there is no apparent danger of a 
new competitor, they will again fix as high prices as can be 
maintained without hurtfully affecting the amount of con- 
sumption. 

Concede them the power of control prices, and it is worse 
than folly to expect them to levy their prices upon any other 
basis. Just let them succeed in driving out all competition and 
have the field free, then their prices will be limited only by 
the amount of money the people possess with which to buy, 
together with their ability to desist from the use of such pro- 
ductions. As well might we expect mercy from the boa con- 
strictor toward the timid fawn within its coil as to expect 
cheap prices to be voluntarily fixed by trusts, when they hold 
the commerce of the country securely in their grasp. It is 
certainly a strange and faulty view of political economy to 
advocate the maintenance of such instruments of tryanny and 
oppression in the domain of our commerce. 

Aside from the question of prices such combinations and 
monopolies are contrary to the spirit and genius of our free 
institutions. They are restrictive and destructive of individ- 
ual effort and enterprise, and violative of the American prin- 
ciple that every citizen shall have an equal and fair chance 
in the race of life, at least so far as the laws of the country 
ean effect it. They tend to mass the individuality of our citi- 
zenship and swallow up in their combinations the accomplish- 
ments and glories of individual capacity, energy and enterprise. 

Even if they were money-saving institutions to the people, 
American patriotism would not sanction the bargain of prin- 
ciple for cheapness of prices along the lines of tfade. It may 
be urged that business corporations generally, duly chartered 
by the Government, also tend to obstruct the path of individ- 
ual effort and progress, and that this objection to trusts would 
be applied with equal propriety and force to such corporations. 
I am not prepared to deny that business corporations generally 
have this tendency; nor am I ready to admit that such cor- 
porations are entirely free from elements of evil. It may be 
conceded that it is necessary for the development and up- 
building of a country that the Government should authorize 
the combination of individual capital and effort, through the 
means of chartered corporations, when the purpose and object 
is the establishment and operation of enterprises in which the 
general public are concerned. But it does not follow that it 
is necessary or wise to grant this privilege ad libitum to 
strictly private business concerns. 

It should not escape notice that chartered business corpo- 
rations are the chief organizers of and dominant elements in 
the trusts now existing and operating in this country. Such 
corporate power is dangerous as well as useful, and the 
Government should confer it with great jealousy and within 
strictest limitations. I incline to the view that the people of 
our country would have been in better condition to-day had 
our national Constitution, at the time of its adoption, limited 
the power to create business corporations to at least quasi- 
public purposes, and then only upon condition of absolute sub- 
jection to Government regulation and control. 

But whatever may be the correct view upon this point. 
the fact that such legalized combinations possess some hurtful 
tendencies furnishes no good reason for upholding other com- 
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The suggestions which I have made may not furnish sat- 
isfactory answers to the propositions propounded by the de- 
fenders of trusts upon economic grounds, but it is quite certain 
that the great body of the American people regard such com- 
binations as dangerous, oppressive and iniquitous, and they are 
chiefly concerned in the matter of their entire suppression and 
utter extermination. Every political body in the land professes 
hostility to them, and public men generally denounce them. 
I do not wish to be understood as stating that all political par- 
ties are hostile to trusts nor that all public men are really and 
honestly opposed to them. If I were to make such statements 
I might be challenged to make the proof, and in the attempt 
find serious embarrassment in the record of recent proceedings 
of the United States Congress, and I might be confronted 
with proof of large financial contributions made by trusts to 
promote the success of a party in recent campaigns. It may 
safely be asserted, however, that the people, without regard 
to party politics, demand the abolishment of existing trusts 
and the adoption of effective means to prevent their organi- 
zation and operation in the future. Then let us look to the 
subject of a remedy for these evils. 

It would be quite interesting to review the statutes ana 
judicial decisions of England upon the subject of conspiracies 
in restraint of trade and follow the development of the subject, 
step by step, in the mother country and then in our own land 
and country. Reasonable limits to this discussion, however, 
would not permit such an extended view of the legal features 
of the subject. 

The rules of the early common law as to contracts in re- 
straint of trade are uncertain and quite obscure. This uncer- 
tainty and obscurity may be reasonably accounted for by rea- 
son of the fact that very early English statutes made various 
acts tending to affect trade penal! offenses, and while such 
statutes were in force prosecutions were based upon them and 
decisions rendered without regard to principles of common law. 
The early decisions were very strict and severe in condemna- 
tion of acts and agreements which tended in the slightest de- 
gree to affect trade. Indeed, many of such early decisions 
and statutes appear to the lawyer of this age and country to 
have been unreasonably harsh and tyrannical, and their ap- 
plication, sometimes, highly ludicrous. In later years, after the 
repeal of the extreme statutes upon the subject, we find the 
English courts sustaining the validity of contracts which were 
only partially in restraint of trade, making the extent of the 
restraint, whether partial or general, the test of validity. Still 
later the validity of such a contract was made to turn upen 
the point whether there was an unreasonable restraint of trade; 
and this may now be said to be the common law test. In other 
words, at common law, a contract in restraint of trade is not 
void, or even voidable, unless the restraint which it imposes 
upon trade can be deemed unreasonable in character or extent. 

Trust agreements, as a rule, are, in spirit at least, obnox- 
ious to this principle of common law, but the difficulty is that 
the principle cannot be so applied as to effectually prevent the 
operation of trusts. The violation of the common law cannot 
be prosecuted as a criminal offense, and the right to have their 
contracts declared void in civil actions is so hedged about by 
difficulties that it would prove utterly ineffectual in their sup- 
pression. In fact, it is a serious and difficult matter to meet 
and overcome the persistent, determined force of combined 
capital directed in any channel; but such a contest is beset 
with unusually vexing difficulties, when it involves the intri- 
cacies of trade and commerce. If they are ever to be reached 
and put down it must be done through the force of statutory 
law. 

There are complications and difficulties even along this line; 
but I am unwilling to admit that this monster evil must be 
allowed to continue to walk the highways of trade and com- 
merce for lack of power in our machinery of government to 
throttle it. The complications chiefly arise out of the fact 
that under our organic law the Federal and State governments 
are given respectively separate and independent fields of legis- 
lative jurisdiction and each of the governments must confine 
its statutory enactments to subjects embraced within its con- 
stitutional boundaries. The jurisdiction of the Federal Gov- 
ernment arises solely from powers expressly granted in the 
Constitution, and such implied powers as may be fairly inferred 
from its express grants. Its authority must be seen in af- 
firmative expression and its limits should never be sought in 
terms of negation. State governments, on the other hand, are 
invested with all governmental powers consistent with a re- 
puolican form of government, except such as are granted in 
the Constitution to the General Government, to be exercised 
within the limitations imposed by the Federal Constitution 
upon the powers of the States. 

These general principles are well understood and easily 
stated, but grave controversies and wide differences of opin- 
ion haye arisen in their application. I shall not here discuss 
these different views nor enter upon any questioned or dis- 
puted ground, but will confine myself within clear and estab- 
lished boundaries in the suggestions which I shall offer in 
reference to the suppression of trusts. There is no express or 
implied power given by the Constitution to the Congress of 
the United States to legislate upon the subject of trusts, as 
an independent subject of legislation. Congress cannot, there- 


fore, enact a law broadly prohibiting the organization and op- 
United States v. Knight, 156 U. 8. 


eration of trusts. It can 








9 


only touch and affect the subject of trusts in so far 

related to subjects over which Congress has conntiootinn 
dominion. Among the unquestioned subjects of its jurisdictior 
is the power to regulate commerce among the States and With 
foreign countries. This jurisdiction covers a wide territory 
subject to legislation, which the States may not enter and i 
the chief fortification behind which trusts entrench themselves 
against the assaults of State legislation. State boundaries fur 
nish the limits of State jurisdiction, over all the elements 
of commerce, and under our liberal, extensive System of inter. 
State dealing the great bulk of our commerce comes under 
Federal cognizance and control. 

Many of the States have anti-trust statutes, but they are 
powerless against the operations of trusts within the channels 
of interstate commerce and hence fall far short of being the 
effective means of suppressing trusts. The utmost limit to 
which it can be seriously contended that the State statutes 
against trusts can extend and be effectual in matters of com. 
merce would only embrace their organization and operation in 
commercial channels wholly within the State. Within such 
limits it is believed that the States have the clear right to leg- 
islate against the public evil, and no good reason is seen why 
such legislation should fail of its purpose along such legitimate 
powers in the same direction, these commercial freebooters 
would be quickly driven from our shores. 

Among the States which have earnestly sought to control 
this evil fqgrce in commerce our own State has taken firm and 
strong position. The effective force of her existing statute has 
been held in check by the decision of a Federal court of in- 
ferior jurisdiction, which declared the act wholly unconstitu- 
tional and void. One of the propositions upon which that de- 
cision was based is that it is not within the power of a 
Legislature of a State nor the Congress of the United States to 
abridge the right of the citizens to enter into a contract in 
resraint of trade unless such restraint is unreasonable and op- 
pressive to the public, and that is a question of judicial in- 
quiry whether the restraint is unreasonable. See opinion of 
Judge Swayne in ex-parte Grice, published in Dallas “News,” 
Feb. 23, 1897. This position is effectively overthrown by the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States subse- 
quently rendered in the case of the United States v. Transmis- 
souri Freight Association. (166 U. 8.) In the latter case the 
act of Congress passed in 1890, known as the Sherman Anti- 
Trust law, was upheld and construed as prohibiting an asso- 
ciation of railroads, formed for the purpose of regulating freight 
charges, regardless of the question whether the charges pro- 
posed to be established would be unreasonable and hurtful to 
the public. It was strongly urged in that case that the statute 
should be construed to prohibit such contracts and agreements 
only as were illegal a common law; and the dissenting opin- 
jon of Mr. Associate Justice White is based upon that propo- 
sition. The Court, however, repudiated this position, and sus- 
tained the act condemning such contracts and agreements re- 
gardless of the question or unreasonableness of the restraint 
upon commerce, which the contract or agreement manifested 
as being in contemplation. ‘ 

This decision would seem to settle the question of the au- 
thority of Congress to absolutely prohibit the creation and 
operation of trusts: within the compass of interstate com- 
merce and by analogy the right of the States to enact like 
statutes within the limits of their jurisdiction. It is not my 
purpose to review the decision of the Federal Court involving 
the validity of our statute, and I have referred to it merely to 
notice the particular position mentioned, which strikes at the 
very foundation of effective legislative power to suppress 
trusts. 

It is a source of congratulation to the public that the Sher- 
man anti-trust law has been declared by the highest tribunal 
in the land to be sufficient at least to prevent railroad trusts 
having for their object the control of freight charges wherever 
they touch interstate commerce. This holding seems to have 
struck the general public with surprise, and the Sherman act 
seems to have been generally regarded as a sham and pre- 
tense, merely designed to quiet public clamor for effective leg- 
islation on the subject. 

Now, if the representatives of the people in Congress are 
really in earnest in their desire to suppress trusts, let them 
get further along this line. Let them make it a highly penal 
offense for any person to make or cause to be made an inter- 
state shipment of any article which it knows to be the sub- 
ject of a trust, and fix a like penalty upon the carrier of such 
interstate shipment, when its true character is known. Such 
legislation of Congress, with the aid of the statutes which the 
States have enacted, and will hereafter enact,, would smite 
heavily the great enemy of American commerce. If such 
strokes of legislation should not effectively put trusts to flight, 
there will be but one other weapon necessary to be used. Let 
Congress withdraw the aid and support which it has extended 
to them in the form of a protective tariff preventing foreign 
competition, and the battle will be finished in glorious victory. 

Trusts can be routed from our country; but honest, sensi- 
ble and drastic legislation will be required to accomplish it. 








ROBERT G. INGERSOLL 


The story of Col. Robert G. Ingersoll’s retirement from the 
active practice of law has been expected for some time. When 
he removed from his Peoria home some years to New 
York he signalized his advent into the Eastern metropolis by 
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entering the courtrooms of Manhattan Island and Brooklyn 
with the exuberance of a boy fresh from college. He arose 
early in the mornings, and long before wagons began drown- 
ing other noises along William street he could be found in his 
office. Often did he burn the midnight oil so late as to give 
the slanting shadows of the early morning sun a chance to 
take its place. His great reputation as an orator had preceded 
him, and his residence in New York was of less duration than 
two months before his fees grew apace with those of Rufus 
Choate, Elihu Root and William M. Evarts. At first he en- 
joyed his new surroundings. The change of scenery so dif- 
ferent from the agrestic prairies of Peoria seemed charming. 
New friends sprang up around him as quickly as do the buds 
of dogwood trees give birth to blooms when an April shower 
falls upon them. Lawyers bade him welcome everywhere, and 
sedate judges lent him listening ears. 

He was soon the guest of millionaires; then he joined down- 
town clubs and soon. Before he had been in New York a year 
his was a well-known figure in the Wall street cafes, clubs 
and all the big courtrooms of the island. Then in an ecstatic 
moment he sold his Illinois home and bought a residence in 
Harlem. His house became a resort for the merry and the 
light of heart . Money fairly leaped into his lap. His law of- 
fices at 58 William street were thronged with clerks and as- 
sistant attorneys. The newspapers had something to say about 
him every day, and for a while he swept things before him— 
became the heading lion, as it were—just as a French actress 
becomes the only real star as soon as the ship bearing her to- 
ward American soil passes Fire Island. But the real lawyers 
“snubbed” him for some reason or other, saying that he was 
superficial, lacked judgment, and that his only virtue lay in 
the fact that he possessed a musical voice; that his gestures 
were graceful and his rhetoric and diction superbly elegant. 
That and nothing else. Col. Ingersoll soon had a “neutrality” 
case to try. It came up for argument before the Supreme Court 
at Washington, and two of the New York attorneys who had 
failed to receive the Colonel with that warmth of cordiality 
that makes a man feel welcome were in the courtroom at the 
time of the trial. It was Col. Ingersoll’s first “neutrality” case, 
and as he arose to address the Court he appeared ill at ease. 
He had talked for an hour, perhaps, when he said: 


“May it please the Court to correct me if I proceed wrong 
in this case. It is my first one of such character, and if my 
procedure be not in line with the way such cases are usually 
presented I beg the Court to inform me.” 

Without a moment’s hesitation Chief Justice Waite said 
to him: “Proceed, sir, proceed. The Court is learning from 
vou.” 9 

From that moment his ability as a lawyer needed no fur- 
ther proof for the two New York gentlemen who were listen- 
ers to his argument. 

Millionaires and corporations gave him the most of his 
employment, but occasionally he drifted into criminal practice. 
He disliked criminal law, and has always entertained a con- 
tempt for the usual jury that was elected to pass upon a man’s 
liberty, and it was this feature of the practice that made it 
odious to him. Still, he oftentimes appeared for defendants; 
seldom, however for the prosecution. Years ago he appeared as 
an attorney for the State in a murder case. The accused was 
convicted mainly because of Col. Ingersoll’s appeal to the jury. 
The man was hanged. Subsequent events proved that he was 
innocent. Since then the great atheist has been averse to par- 
ticipating on the side of the prosecution. About the time he 
went to New York the gambling element along Sixth avenue 
and from 14th to 32d street had many cases to try. At Jake 
Smith's, who now keeps a saloon at the corner of 28th street and 
Sixth avenue, there one night congregategd about twenty pro- 
fessional counterfeiters, card sharps, green goods men and the 
like. They discussed attorneys, and when the night was over 
they had agreed to band together and to employ Ingersoll to 
defend them when legal defense became necessary. The first 
case given the lawyer was one in which a man named Coul- 
son was charged with counterfeiting $1,000 notes. Coulson had 
been arrested, and a spurious bill of the above denomination 
_ been found upon his person. Col. Ingersoll appeared for 
im. 

The chief prosecuting witness was a man named Jordan, a 
kinsman of Col. Jordan of the New York Sub-Treasury, who 
was an expert in detecting counterfeit coin. Col. Ingersoll held 
the $1,000 in his hand. He would lower it, raise it again and 
then place it in such a manner as to catch every angle of the 
eye. 

“Mr. Jordan, you say this is counterfeit?” asked the Colonel 
in a very serious tone as he held the piece of paper in his 
hands. The reply was in the affirmative. Then he lowered his 
hand that contained the bill between his knees and asked: “Do 
you mean to say this bill is counterfeit?” 

Mr. Jordan thought that the Colonel had changed bills on 
him, and replied: ‘No, I didn’t say anything of the kind.” 

“Then, Your Honor,” said Ingersoll, addressing the judge, 
“I move the case be dismissed,” and before the prosecution 
could make a counter move the defendant had been discharged. 
As he started from the court room Coulson told his lawyer to 
keep the bill as his fee. When the note was presented at the 
Sub-Treasury for change, it was stamped as counterfeit. Six 
months elapsed, and one night Col. Ingersoll was at Rector’s 
cafe in this city. As he went to settle his bill for his meal a 
gentlemanly appearing fellow approached him and asked if 
his name was Ingersoll. Then, before the lawyer had time to 
Speak $1,000 in bills was thrust into his hands, and Coulson 








walked rapidly away, remarking as he did: “You will find 
these good ones,” and they were.—J. S. Evans in the Chicago 


“Times-Herald.” 








JUSTICE FIELDS FAREWELL TO THE UNITED 
SUPREME COURT. 





It was announced at the United States Supreme Court re- 
cently that Justice Stephen J. Field, of California, had notified 
President McKinley of his intention to retire as a member of 
the court and had informed his colleagues of this fact. It is 
expected that his successor will be nominated by the President 
immediately after the reassembling of Congress in December, 
and that Attorney-General McKenna, also of California, will be 
named for the office, and will take his seat either in December 
or early in January. 

The following letter was given out: 


Supreme Court of the United States, 
Washington, Oct. 12, 1897. 
Dear Mr. Chief Justice and Brethren: 

Near the close of last term, feeling that the duties of my 
office had become too arduous for my strength, I transmitted 
my resignation to the President, to take effect on the first day 
of December next, and this he has accepted, with kindly ex- 
pressions of regard, as will be seen from a copy of his letter, 
which is as follows: 


“Executive Mansion, Washington, Oct. 9, 1897. 
“Hon, Stephen J. Field, Associate Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States: 


“My Dear Sir—In April last Chief Justice Fuller, accom- 
panied by Mr. Justice Brewer, handed me your resignation as 
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of the United State, 
to take effect Dec. 1, 1897. 

“In hereby accepting your resignation, I wish to express 
my deep regret that you feel compelled by advancing years to 
sever your active connection with the Court of which you have 
so long been a distinguished member. 

“Entering upon your great office in May, 1863, you will, on 
the first day of next December, have served upon this bench 
for a period of thirty-four years and seven months—a term 
longer than any member of the Court since its creation and 
throughout a period of special importance in the history of 
the country, occupied with as grave public questions as have 
ever confronted that tribunal for decision. 

“I congratulate you, therefore, most heartily upon a service 
of such exceptional duration, fidelity and distinction. Nor can 
Il overlook the fact that you received your commission from 
Abraham Lincoln, and, graciously spared by a kind Provi- 
dence, have survived all the members of the Court of hi 
appointment. 

“Upon your retirement both the bench and the country will 
sustain a great loss, but the high character and great ability 
of your work will live and long be remembered, not only by 
your colleagues, but by -your grateful fellow countrymen. 

“With personal esteem and sincere best wishes for your 
contentment and happiness during the period of rest which 
you have so well earned, I am, dear sir, very truly yours, 

“WILLIAM M’KINLEY.” 

My judicial career covers many years of service.. 

Having been elected a member of the Supreme Court of 
California, I assumed that office Oct. 13, 1857, holding it five 
years, seven months and five days, the latter part of the time 
being Chief Justice. 

On the 10th of March, 1863, I was commissioned by Presi- 
dent Lincoln a Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, taking oath of office on the 20th day of the following 
May. ‘ bias © 

When my resignation takes effect, my period of service on 
this bench will have exceeded that of any of my predecessors, 
while my entire judicial life will have embraced more than 
forty years. I may be pardoned for saying that during all 
this period, long in comparison with the brevity of human life, 
though in the retrospect it has gone with the swiftness of a 
tale that is told, I have not shunned to declare in every case 
coming before me for decision the conclusions which my de- 
liberate convictions compelled me to arrive at, by the conscien- 
tion exercise of such abilities and acquirements as I possessed. 

It is a pleasant thing in my memory that my appointment 
came from President Lincoln, of whose appointees I am the 
last survivor. bi. 0 

At the head of the Court when I became one of its mem- 
bers was the venerable Chief Justice Taney, and among the 
associate justices was Mr. Justice Wayne, who had sat with 
Chief Justice Marshall, this constituting a link between the 
past and future, and, as it were, binding into unity nearly an 
entire century of the life of this court. 

During my incumbency three chief justices and sixteen, 
associate justices’ have passed away, leaving me precious re- 
membrances of common labors and intimate and agreeable 
consideration of all these cases. Few appreciate the magni- 
tude of our labors. The burden resting upon us for the last 
companionship. 

By the blessings of Almighty God, my health and life have 
been preserved, and I have been enabled to take part in the 
fifteen or twenty years has been enormous. The volumes of 
our reports show that I alone have written 620 opinions. If 
to these are added 57 opinions in the Circuit Court, and 365 
prepared while I was on the Supreme Court of California. It 
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will be seen that I have voiced the decision in 1,042 cases. Dear 
brethren, very sincerely and always yours, 
STEPHEN J. FIELD. 

Following is the Court’s reply: 

“Supreme Court of the United States, 
“Washington, Oct. 13, 1897. 
“Dear Brother Field: 

“We are profoundly moved by the letter in which you an- 
nounce to us your retirement from the bench. The termina- 
tion of a judicial career of such length and distinction cannot 
fail to inspire among all your countrymen, and, indeed, wher- 
ever the realm of jurisprudence extends, a keen sense of loss, 
which to your colleagues assumes the aspect of a personal be- 
reavement. For the intimacy necessarily incident to the con- 
duct of work so constant, so exacting, and of such vital im- 
portance as ours, inevitably draws us together by ties of the 
closest character, which cannot be dissolved without emotions 
of deep sadness and regret. We feel that our parting involves 
not simply the deprivation of the assistance afforded by your 
learning, your vast experience and your earnestness in advo- 
eacy of your convictions, but the severance of those relations 
which have contributed so much to lighten the hardest labors 
of the road. 

“This is not the time or place to dwell on the reputation you 
have achieved as a jurist. The record is made up, and may 
safely be committed to the judgment of posterity. 

“But we cannot part with you as an active member of the 
court without the fervent expression of hopes that you may 
be spared for many years to enjoy the repose you have so 
thoroughly earned, and the commendation bestowed on good 
and faithful service. 

“We are, dear Brother Field, your affectionate brethren, 

“MELVILLE W. FULLER, 
“JOHN M. HARLAN, 
“HORACE GRAY, 
“DAVID J. BREWER, 
“HENRY R. BROWN, 
“GEORGE SHIRAS, JR., 
“E. D. WHITE, 

“R. W. PECKHAM.” 








NOTES OF CASES. 


Riding in Funeral Procession.—An aged woman riding in 
a funeral procession in a carriage driven by her daughter-in- 
law, when it was struck by a street car at a crossing, is held, 
in Johnson v. St. Paul City R. Co. (Minn. 36 L. R. A., 586), to 
be not chargeable with negligence, although she did not look 
or listen for approaching cars, but relied entirely upon the 
driver. 

He Should Get Out of the Way.—Negligence in pointing 
a gun at another and pulling the trigger is held, in Bahel v. 
Manning (Mich. 36 L. R. A., 523), to be unaffected by the fact 
that the person doing it had used the ordinary means of un- 
loading the gun and satisfied himself that it was unloaded. But 
the fact that the person injured failed to protest or get out of 
the way when he saw that the gun was about to be snapped, 
and had time to do so, was held to constitute such contributory 
negligence as would preclude his recovery of damages from 
the other. 

Eminent Domain.—Power to exercise the right of eminent 
domain for the relocation of a railroad is heid, in Busby v. 
Kansas City M. and B. R. Co. (Miss., 36 L. R. A., 510), to be 
not implied merely because the relocation would avoid payment 
of damages for injuries to lands and crops by flood water 
caused by a prior improper location. The case overrules a de- 
cision in 42 Miss., 555, and says: “The opinions found in that 
volume are the utterances of a tribunal appointed by the mili- 
tary satrap who then ruled in a prostrate Commonwealth, and 
have no other binding authority upon us than that each case 
therein must ‘be regarded as res judicata.” 

Question of Negligence.—A judgment recovered by Charles 
E. Millen, who had ‘been a brakeman in the employ of the 
New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, in 
his suit against the company for damages for injuries received 
in the course of his employment, has been affirmed by the 
Fourth Appellate Division, N. Y., in an opinion by Presiding 
Justice Hardin. Millen, who had been in the company’s employ 
but fifteen days, after reaching a railroad “yard” at Oneida, 
containing seven tracks, through which he had already passed 
several times, while attempting at night to couple some addi- 
tional cars to a car of his own train, either slipped, or stepped 
into an uncovered sluiceway about eight inches deep and four- 
teen inches wide, of whose existence he was ignorant, lost his 
balance and injured his hand, which, as he fell forward, caught 
between the deadwoods of the cars. The Court held that these 
facts presented a question for the jury whether the railroad 
corporation was negligent in failing to furnish its employee a 
reasonably safe place for the discharge of his duties, and the 
jury’s verdict in favor of the plaintiff must be accepted as 
conclusive. 

The Supreme Court of Michigan affirmed the judgment of 
the court below in the case of Smith v. The Lake Shore and 
Michigan Southern Railway Company, which declares constitu- 
tional the act of 1891, requiring all railroad companies operat- 
ing in this State to sell 1,000-mile ‘books, good for any member 
of the purchaser’s family, valid for two years from date of pur- 
chase for $20 in the lower and $25 in the upper peninsula. The 











case has been pending in the Supreme Court for more than a 
year. The company contended that the act was an attempt to 
compel the companies to enter into contracts for future per- 
formances, and therefore an invasion of the right to use of 
property, and a violation of the Federal Constitution, which 
provides that no person shall be deprived of his property with- 
out due process of law. The contention that the company js 
protected by its original charter was overruled upon the 
ground that its consolidation under an act passed since the 
adoption of the State constitution which protected it renders 
it subject to general control of the Legislature. The opinion 
was written by Justice Montgomery, and concurred in by Jus- 
tices Lond and Moore. Justices Grant and Hooker dissent. 








DECISIONS OF COURTS OF LAST RESOR?7. 





A sale and conveyance of an academy by a county to a 
presbytery is held, in Jefferson County v. Grafton (Miss.) 36 L. 
R. A. 798, to be void unless made under legislative authority. 


A license tax on a bicycle used for pleasure is held, in Davis 
v. Petrinovich (Ala.) 36 L. R. A. 615, to be unauthorized by a 
charter provision for a ‘vehicle license’’ to be imposed on 
vehicles used in the “transportation of goods and mer¢handise.” 


Possession, during the close season, of game killed in an- 
Other State is held, in Dickhaut v. State (Md.) 36 L. R. A. 765, 
not to be an offense under the Maryland statute making it 
unlawful to “shoot, or in any manner catch, kill, or have in 
possession” the game specified during the time prohibited. 


Voluntary submission to treatment for the purpose of an 
abortion is held, in Goldnamer v. O’Brien (Ky.) 36 L. R. A. 715, 
to preclude any right of action against other persons for in- 
ducing and aiding the attempt. This is based on the general 
rule that the suit of a wrongdoer will bé rejected when seeking 
redress for another’s participation in the wrong. 


A cashier’s check drawn by a banker upon himself “to the 
order of’ another person is held, in Henry v. Allen (N. Y.) 36 
L. R. A. 658, to constitute a negotiable instrument giving the 
rights of a bona fide holder to one who received it from an 
agent by mail in return for checks and drafts mailed to the 
agent for deposit. 


Presentment to all the makers of a note is held, in Benedict 
v. Schmieg (Wash.) 36 L. R. A. 703, to be necessary in order 
to hold an indorser, whether the note is joint in form or joint 
and several. The previous authorities on presentment to joint 
makers to hold indorsers of a note are compiled in the anfota- 
tion to the case. 


A claim that a bank was bound to apply to the payment 
of a note which it held a deposit of the first indorser was 
denied in First Nat. Bank vy. Peltz (Pa.) 36 L. R. A. 832, where 
the note was made for his accommodation so that he, and 
not the apparent maker, was, as between themselves, primarily 
liable upon it. 


The right of a tenant in common who is also a lessee of 
his cotenant to compensation for improvements made by him, 
embracing the value of the property, and made with the knowl- 
edge but without the consent of the cotenant, is denied in Cos- 
grif v. Foss (N. Y.) 36 L. R. A. 753, when their effect was not 
to protect or preserve the property, but to aid the business of 
the tenant, and the increased income was not shared with the 
cotenant. 


The right of the owner of the soil to cut and remove ice 
from a non-navigable stream is sustained in Gehlen v. Knorr 
(Iowa) 36 L. R. A. 697, even to any extent, for his own use, 
whether for storage or sale, if it does not thereby appreciably 
diminish the amount of water that can be used by the lower 
proprietor, and the construction of a dam to collect and re- 
tain the water for this purpose to a reasonable extent is upheld. 


A fictitious credit given by a bank to a nominal depositor 
by entering a credit in his favor and immediately canceling it 
by another entry, showing that a check was drawn for the 
full amount of the credit, but when the passbook of the de- 
positor showed the credit only, is held, in James v. Crosthwait 
(Ga.) 36 L. R. A. 631, to make the banker liable to a person 
who sustained a loss by relying on the apparent credit, where 
he inquired of the banker as to it and was induced to believe 
that the entry in the passbook represented a real credit. 


Payments to a depositor during a run on a bank and after 
the cashier has persuaded some persons not to withdraw their 
deposits but when the bank has assets sufficient so that its of- 
ficers expect to continue the business and pay all debts are 
held, in Stone v. Jenison (Mich.) 36 L. R. A. 675, to be lawfully 
made and not to constitute an illegal preference to that de- 
positor, although the run continues until the bank is forced 
to suspend. 


For baggage left on a depot platform by a pessenger who 
arrived at the place after 11 o’clock at night, when there were 
no conveyances running by which he could take it away, the 
carrier was held, in Kansas City, Ft. S. & M. R. Co. v. McGahey 
(Ark.) 36 L. R. A. 781, to be liable only as a warehouseman, and 
not as a common carrier, if the baggage burned during the 
night The authorities as to the liability of carriers for baggage 
at destination of the passenger are reviewed in the annotation 
to the case. 
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MINERAL LAND LAW DIGEST. 
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ng lands. 


A complete manual of procedure for the guidance of attorneys and parties interested in 


mining claims. 


Forms for use before the land department. 


The work is the only complete digest and manual of the law and procedure relating to this subject. 
The digest contains every case arising under the U. 8. mineral land laws; to be found in any official report, as well as the more 


valuable of the unofficial reports. 


Reference has also been made, when no published decision has been found on some points, to unpublished decisions of the Secre- 


tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
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ACTION. 

An action will lie against a mortgagee where by his unauthor- 

ized sale of the property the title has passed to a third 
person. Rogers v. Barnes, (Mass.) 47 N. E. 602. 

A debt due to two persons, cannot be recovered in an action by 
one alone. Chamberlain v. Lesley, (Fla ) 22 So. 736. 

Where an action on a mechanics lien was brought before ex- 
piration of the prescribed time, within which suit may not 
be brought, and defendant went to trial without objection, 
the prematurety was waived. El Reno Electric Light ¢ 
Telephone Co. v. Jennison, (Okla ) 50 Pac. 144. 

Different actions may be brought against two joint and several 
obligors. Sully v. Campbeil, (Tenn. Sup.) 42 8. W. 15. 

An order consolidating causes is not subject to reversal, except 
where there is a palpable abuse of discretion. Lincoln- 
Lucky & Lee Mining Co. vr. Henry, (N. M.) 50 Pac. 330. 

ADVERSE POSSESSION. 


Ten years adverse possession confers a title capable of being 
actively asserted, if facts are proved, from which it may be 
inferred, that the State has parted with the title. Duwren 
v. Kee, (8. C.) 27 8. E. 875. 

Defendants will be enjoined from occupying or eae e an 
alleyway used adversely by plaintiff for 15 years. enry v. 
City of Louisville, (Ky.) 42 8. W. 94. 

APPEAL AND ERROR. 


In an action to try title, the objection that the title under 
which plaintiff claims, is not sufficiently proved, cannot be 
first raised on exceptions. Haydock v. Salvage, (N. H.) 38 
Atl. 207. 

It is not legal error to assign a wrong reason for a correct de- 
cision. People ex rel Lennekin v. Ennis, 18 App. Div. 412; 
46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 444. 

A surety on an injunction bond has not such an interest in a 

judgment dismissing the case for want of jurisdiction, as 

will allow him to prosecute an a Lake Bisteneau 
Lumber Co. v. Mimms, (La.) 22 So. ‘ 

A mere question of costs is not sufficient to support an appeal. 

State v. Meacham, (Wash.) 50 Pac, 52. 











An order vacating a decree against defendant by default, and 

allowing him to defend, is not a final decision from which 

appeal or error will lie. Thomas rv. Thomas, (Colo. App.) 

50 Pac. 211. 

order sustaining a demurrer and directing a judgment 

thereon is not appealable. Unckles v. Hentz, 19 App. Div. 

165; 45 N. Y. Supp. (79 St. Rep.) 894. 

Where evidence erroneously held irrelevant by the court below 
is in the record, it may be considered on appeal. Wolfe v. 
Citizens’ Bank of Rogersville, (Tenn. Ch. App.) 42 8. W. 39. 


ASSIGNMENT FOR BENEFIT OF CREDITORS. 


A defective acknowledgment to an assignment cannot be rem- 
edied by a reacknowledgment, so as to validate the assign- 
ment as against attaching creditors who have levied — 
the property in the meantime. Matter of High Falls Sulphite 
Pulp §& Mining Co., (N. Y.) 20 Misc. 626. 

A mortgage void as to creditors is void as against an assignee 
in insolvency. First Nat. Bank v. Salyer, (Okla.) 50 Pac. 77. 

A judgment against ‘‘defendants” in an action against debtors 
in which their assignee in insolvency intervened held error, 
as being a personal judgment against the assignee. Winner 
v. Kuehn, (Wis.) 72 N. W. 227. 

A assignment by a corporation is prima facie valid where duly 
executed and filed. Boynton v. Roe, (Mich.) 72 N. W. 257. 


ATTACHMENT. 


An attachment order, held not void, because the sheriff was not 
directed to return it in 10 days. Raymond v. Nex, (Okla.) 
49 Pac. 1110. 

An unmatured insurance policy is not an “‘instrument for the 
payment of money” and the sheriff need not take it into his 
custody when levying upon it under an attachment. 
Kratzenstein v. Lehman, 19 App. Div. 228; 46 N. Y. Supp. 
(80 St. Rep.) 171. 

Where the sole managing partner withdraws partnership fands 
for his own use, knowing that the firm is insolvent, it is 

und for attachment against the firm. Winner v. Kuehn, 
( Wis.) 72 N. W. 227 
BANKS AND BANKING. 


A stockholder held liable for corporate debts created after he 
transferred his shares, where he gave no notice of the 
transfer, as required by code, sec. 1496. Chatham Bank of 
Savannah v. Probston, (Ga.) 27 8. E. 790. 

Where a certificate of deposit was obtained through fraud, 
held, a person taking it for payment of a pre-existing debt 
from the first taker, was not a bona fide holder, as against 
the depositor. Harris v. First National Bank, (Tenn. Ch. 
App.) 41 S. W. 1084. 

A customer depositing checks in a bank known by its officers 
to be insolvent, may reclaim the proceeds thereof, if they 
can be identified and separated, Williams v. Cox, (Tenn. 
Sup.) 42 S. W. 3. 
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An assessment against the estate of a stockholder of an insol- 
vent National bank is not entitled to preference as against 
his general creditors. In re Beard’s Estate, (Wyo.) 50 
Pac. 305. 


BILLS AND NOTES. 


A surety on a note payable at a bank is not entitled to notice 
~% — or of protest. Hunnicutt v. Perot, (Ga.) 27 
ACF . E. 787. 
Notes sued upon may be admitted in evidence, though there be 
no proof of consideration, other than the words “for value 
received” on their face. Redding v. Redding’s Estate, (Vt.) 
38 Atl. 230. 
Notes given only as memoranda and not to be used or paid 
until there has been an adjustment between the parties, 
there can be no recovery where it appears that the trans- 
actions out of which they arose, are unsettled. Watkins v. 
Peters, 20 Misc. 655; 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 254. 
Where the payee of an accommodation note delivers it toa 
third person to have discounted for the benefit of the 
former, and the latter, instead of doing so, transfers it as 
security for an antecedent debt, there is a diversion, which 
is available as a defense to the accommodation maker, 
against such transferee. Robertson v. McKibbin, 20 Misc. 
658; 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 380. 


CARRIERS. 


The fact that a street railway company carries a passenger 
beyond his stopping place, whether negligently or not, 
does not excuse his negligence in attempting to alight 
further on. Dresslar v. Citizens St. R. Co., (Ind. App.) 47 
N. E. 651. 

The fact that plaintiffs had for years run a stage line from a 
railway station to their hotels, gave them no right to ex- 
clude another stage line over the same route, where the 
proprietor of the other did not represent his line to be that 
of plaintiffs, or otherwise commit fraud. Ricker v. Portland 
§ R. F. Ry. Co , (Me.) 38 Atl. 338. 


CHATTEL MORTGAGES. 


Where a mortgagee fails to record the mortgage as required by 
statute, an assignee for benefit of creditors of the mort- 
gagor, takes the property free from the mortgage. First 

at. Bank v. Salyer, (Okla.) 50 Pac. 76. 

Where an instrument appears to have been given as security, 
it will be considered a mortgage giving aright to redeem 
at any time before the property is applied to the purpose of 
the trust. Smith-McCard Dry Goods Co. v. John B. Farwell 
Co., (Okla.) 50 Pac. 149. 

A refiling of a chattel mortgage is not necessary to protect its 
lien on @ leasehold interest in real property. State Trust 
Co, v. Casino Co., 19 App. Div. 344; 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. 
Rep.) 492. 

CORPORATIONS. 


The general powers of a corporation include the power to loan 
money. Brown v. Elwell, (Wash.) 49 Pac. 1068. 

An agreement that payments of part of subscription to stock 
shall be secured by mortgage, is void as against creditors 
of the corporation. Boney v. Williams, (N. J. Ch.) 38 
Atl. 189. 

The making of a loan on mortgage by a foreign corporation, 
after the passage of the act prescribing conditions on which 
foreign corporations may transact business, held illegal, 
though the loan was made pursuant to on application made 
before the passage of the statute. New York Nat. Bldg. § 
Loan Ass’n v. Cannon, (Tenn. Sup.) 41 8. W. 1054. 

A person is a member of a corporation and entitled to inspeet 
the stock book, although he has not yet received his cer- 
tificate and is in arrears for dues. Baker v. Steele, 43 N. Y. 
Supp. (77 St. Rep.) 346. 


CRIMINAL LAW. 


An instruction that it is better that a hundred guilty persons 
escape than one innocent be punished, held improper. 
People v. Ebanks, (Cal.) 49 Pac. 1049. 

A felonious intent in the taking or retaining of property, is es- 
sential to the crime of larceny. People v. Hendrickson, 18 
App. Div. 404; 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 402. 

A court cannot submit a case to the jury pon the relative 
strength of the arguments of the respective connsel. Peo- 
ple v. Ammerman, (Cal.) 50 Pac. 15. 

The fact that the jury inspected an article that had not been 
introduced in evidence, held harmless error, where all par- 
ties had treated the article as if in evidence. Kennon v. 
Territory, (Okla.) 50 Pac. 172. 

Release of juror because of sickness before the commencement 
of a new trial, held not putting defendant twice in jeopardy. 
Deberry v. State, (Tenn. Sup.) 42 8. W. 31. 

On the trial of an indictment for grand larceny in obtaining 
money by false representations, the people may i proof 
of similar fraudulent acts of the defendant, which occurred 
at about the same time. People v. Garrahan, 19 App. Div. 





DAMAGES. 


Where defendant negligently caused plaintiffs horse to run 
away, plaintiff could not recover because of a severe nervous 
shock and of fright, she not having been otherwise injured. 
Kahn v. Terre Haute § I. R. Co., (Ind. App.) 47 N. E. 694, 

DEEDS. 

In the absence of evidence to the contrary, the recordation of a 
deed is sufficient proof of delivery. Davis v. Pacific Imp. 
Co., (Cal.) 50 Pac, 7. 

Notation of deed for registration held sufficient, as against an 
attachment, though not actually registered until four days 
after levy. Hughes v. Powers, (Tenn. Sup.) 42 8. W. 1, 

a to a husband of a deed for his wife is sufficient. Pool 
v. Phillips, (Ill.) 47 N. E. 758. 

A condition in a deed of gift that the grantee should sell to a 
certain person at a price named is valid. Rice v. Hall, (Ky.) 
42 S. W. 99. 

DIVORCE. 


A foreign decree of divorce between residents of this State 
ae upon service by publication and without appearance 
by the Saeent, is of no validity in this State. atter o 
imball, 18 App: Div. 320; 46 N. Y. Supp. (808t. Rep.) 177. 
In contempt for failing to pay alimony, the burden is on re- 
spondent to show inability. State v. Smith, (Wash.) 50 
Pac. 52. 
Failure to pay alimony is not excused by poverty. Delanoy v. 
Delaney, 19 App. Div. 295; 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 106. 
Where a wife, a resident of New York, proceeded to North 
Dakota, and there procured, after a residence of 90 days, 
an absolute divorcee, in an action in which the husband, a 
resident of New York, was not served in North Dakota, but 
was personally served in this State, and did not appear or 
answer, and she thereafter married again in North Dakota, 
under the laws of this State the divorce is void, and her 
intercourse under the second marriage adulterous and en- 
titles her husband to an absolute divorce. McGoun v. Mc- 
Goun, 19 App. Div. 368; 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. a 285. 
Where the wife sues for divorce on the ground of cruel and in- 
human treatment, the fact that the husband fails to sustain 
charges of infidelity made against the wife in his answer 
and counter-claim, is not sufficient to entitle plaintiff to 
the relief sought, the evidence showing that the charges 
were made in good faith, and that defendant had in fact 
treated plaintiff kindly. Johnson v. Johnson, (Ky.) 47 
S. W. 109. 
ESTOPPEL. 


Where a widow having absolute title to land believed it to be 
only a life estate, and acted accordingly, held that she was 
not estopped afterwards to claim it from grantees of the 
remainder-men. Collins v. Williams, (Tenn. Sup.) 41 
S. W. 1056. 

Creditor accepting a second mortgage reciting that it is subject 
to a prior mortgage, held estopped from attacking the in- 
validity of such first rte * Smith-McCord Dry Goods 
Co. v. John B. Farwell Co., (Okla.) 50 Pac. 149. 

A mortgagee taking the notes of a purchaser of mortgaged 
property in place of those of the mortgagor, held + 
to assert the notes as against the mortgagor. Hale v. Dykes, 
(Tenn. Ch. App.) 42 8. W. 64. 

EVIDENCE. 


Evidence of misconduct on the part of plaintiff in furtherance 
of the cause of action, held admissible to discredit the jus- 
tice of his case. Georgia Railroad & Banking Co. v. Lybrend, 
(Ga.) 278. E. 794. : 

Conduct of horses in presence of moving trains, is admissible to 
show how a particular horse would act in a similar situa- 
tion. Folsom v. Concord & M. R. R., (N. H.) 38 Atl. 209. 

Admissions of the parties in open court are competent evidence. 
Little v. Slemp, (Va.) 27 8. E. 808. de 

The doctor of one suing for personal injuries may give his opin- 
ion as to whether plaintiff still suffers pain, and whether 
she will be able to perform her household duties. Holman 
v. Union St. Ry. Co. of Saginaw, (Mich.) 72 N. W. 202. 

EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS. 


Letters of administration on the estate of a person are 
facie evidence of the death of such person. Brownv. 
(Wash.) 49 Pac. 1068. 

An administrator held not liable for gene - of assets caused 
by unforseen change in financial condition. Pearson v. 
Gillenwaters, (Tenn. Sup.) 42 8. W. 9. ; 

An administrator is not charged with the duty of collecting 
funds in another State. Purdy v. Purdy’s Adm’r, (Ky.) 47 
S. W. 89. 

FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES. 


Failure to record a conveyance does not, of itself, render the in- 
strument fraudulent as to creditors. American Freehold 
Land & ——e Co. v. Maxwell, (Fla.) 22 So. 751. : 

Where a husband conveys property to the wife in consideration 
of a sup implied trust in her favor, which does not 
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347; 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 497. 


exist, it is voluntary as against his creditora, Same case. 
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The fact that an insolvent sells his stock for a small amount less 
than its real value, does not necessarily prove fraud. 
Schloss v. Estey, (Mich.) 72 N. W. 264. 

Mere indebtedness of the grantor at the date of a voluntary 
conveyance, does not show fraud. Nelson v. Vanden, (Tenn. 
Sup.) 42 8. W. 5. 

A conveyance from father to daughter will not be set aside as 
fraudulent, upon a mere suspicion of bad faith. Williams 
v. Tye, (Ky.) 42 8. W. 90. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE. 


Where a legatee died before the legacy, held, that the surviv- 
ing husband might assert his right thereto on its becoming 
due, as being a cliose in action, which he would have had 
the right to recover and reduce to possession if the wife 
were living. Hardin v. Young, (Tenn. Ch. App.) 41 8. 
S. 1080. 

The fact that one-half the price of land conveyed to a married 
man is paid by his wife’s father as an advancement te her 
held not to create an implied trust in his favor. Lewis v. 
Stanley, (Ind. Sup.) 47 N, E. 677. 

The omission of the schedule of property to be affected by an 
antenuptial agreement, and the failure to record the agree- 
ment, held not to invalidate the same, where the rights of 
creditors were not involved. Cook v. Adams, (Mass.) 47 
N. E. 605. 

Acquiescence by the wife in the angupenties to a common use 
of funds realized by the sale of a portion of her separate 
property, does not estop her to claim the balance. Harris 
v. Van Vanter, (Wash ) 50 Pac. 50. 

Where a husband appropriates his own money to erecting 
buildings on the wife’s land with her consent, the incre- 
ment of value can be taken by his prior creditors, even 
though there was no actual intent to defraud. Trefethen v. 
Lynam, (Me.) 38 Atl. 335. 


INDICTMENT AND INFORMATION. 


An information held sufficiently signed by the district attorney, 
under Pen Code, sec. 809, though the name of the State 





did not follow the name of the county following the signa- 
ture. People v. Ebanks, (Cal.) 49 Pac. 1049. 

An instrament being on its face a nudum pactum, an indict- 
ment which alleges ite forgery, must aver that if genuine, 
it would bind another. People v. Parker, (Mich ) 72 N. | 
W. 250. 

A mistake in the caption of an indictment as to the time of | 

resentment does not vitiate it. George v. People, (Ill.) 47 
N. E. 741. sd 

Counts for felonies and misdemeanors may be joined, where 

all relate to the same transaction. Same case. 
INJUNCTION. 


A judgment creditor will not be restrained from enforcing his 
judgment until he makes a written acknowledgment to the 
debtor of his liability in a wholly different transaction. 
Solenberger v. Herr, (Va.) 278. E. 839. 

On dismissal of a bill to restrain construction of a building, the 
measure of damages caused by the temporary injunction is 
the rental value of the building for a time equal to the de- 
lay caused thereby, and this without proof that the build- 
ing might have been rented rg the delay. Spears v. 
Armstrong, (Tenn. Ch. App.) 42 8. W. 37. 

INSURANCE. 


A statement by the agent that the meee refuses to pay the 
loss held to amount to a waiver of proof of loss. Pheniz 
Ins. Co. v. Searles, (Ga.) 27 8. E. 779. 

One induced by mistake to pay premiums on a policy void at its 
inception may recover them back on repudiating the policy, 
though the insurer was estopped from denying the validity 
of the policy. Hogben v. Metrepolitan Life Ins. Co., (Conn.) 
38 Atl. 214. 

A charge that insured is entitled to the presumption of inno- 
cence should be given where the insurer charges that in- 
sured obtained the policy by fraud. Guwiltinan v. Metropoli- 
tan Life Ins. Co., (Vt.) 38 Atl. 315. 

An application for life insurance was not ‘‘engaged” in the sale 
of alcoholic beverages because, as a servant in a hotel, he 
was occasionally called upon to serve liquor to guests. 
Same case. 

A life policy assigned to a debtor, held not a wagering or 
speculative policy. Givens v. Veeder, (N. M.) 50 Pac. 316. 

JUDGMENT. 


It is not essential to the validity of a decree or judgment that 
it be served upon any party to the cause after it is filed. 
Western Seourtty Co. v. Lafleur, (Wash.) 49 Pac. 1061. 

A satisfaction of a judgment by mistake may be inquired into 
on motion. McNeal v. Hunt, (Kan. App.) 50 Pac. 63. 

A judgment in replevin not appealed from cannot be attacked 
> an action on the bond. Coz v. Sargent, (Colo. App.) 50 

ac. 201. 
A default judgment on an unliquidated demand, where the 





complaint was unverified, should be vacated, Roberis v. 
P fey, (8. C.) 278. E. 913. 


— 


A judgment against one of the number of joint and several ob- 
ligors, held not a bar to a suit against the others for the 
same — of the debt, if still unsatisfied. Sully v. Camp- 
bell, (Tenn. Sup.) 42 8. W. 15. 

JURY. 


A challenge on the ground that a proposed juror was a member 
of the grand jury, heid properly overruled, where the pro- 
secution was by information. People v. Ebanks, (Cal.) 49 
Pac. 1049. 

Where a person is entitled to untrammeled right of trial by 
jury, obligation to appeal to higher court in order to obtain 
it, is unwarranted. State v. Gerry, (N. H.) 38 Atl. 272. 

Whether or not one is entitled to a jury trial is determined 
from the object of the action as shown by the petition. 
Yager v. Exchange Nat. Bank, (Neb.) 72 N. W. 211. 

That a petit juror states that he has formed an opinion as to 
the accused’s guilt from a conversation with a member of 
a former jury, who had convicted accused on the same in- 
—-_ does not disqualify him. State v. Williams, (La.) 
22 So. le 


LANDLORD AND TENANT. 


After one has become a tenant for years by holding over after 
expiration of a lease for years, the landlord cannot make 
the holding conditional upon the performance by the tenant 
of new duties. Amsden v. yr i (Vt.) 38 Atl. 263. 

A tenant for one year cannot assign or transfer to another any 
interest under his lease without the landlord’s consent. 
Gano v. Prindle, (Kan. App.) 50 Pac. 110. 

Where a lease is entire, and is broken by the lessor’s refusal to 
deliver possession of a portion of the premises, the lessor 
canaot collect any portion of the rent. Penny v. Fellner, 
(Okla.) 50 Pac. 123. 


LIMITATION OF ACTIONS. 


The exemption of a State from the bar of the statute applies 
only when the action is by the State in its own interest. 
State v. Halter, (Ind. Sup.) 47 N. E. 665. 

Where it was that services should be paid for on the 
death of the person benefited, an action could be brought 
within the statutory period from the death, without regard 
to when the services were rendered. Waddell v. Waddell, 
(Tenn. Ch. App.) 42 8. W. 46. 

The statute does not run against the title of a city to land that 
has been dedicated to public use. City of Oakland v. Oak- 
land Water Front Co., (Cal.) 50 Pac. 277. 


MECHANICS LIENS. 


An adverse lien holder can assert the invalidity of a lien on the 
grounds that no statements were farnished by the contrac- 
ag required by law. Wiltsie v. Harvey, (Mich.) 72 N. 
W. 134. 

Commencement of the buildings within the lien law, held the 
time work was begun on the foundation, though the foun- 
dation was made by the owner him-elf, and not under con- 
tract. Nat'l Mortgage § Debenture Co. v. Hutchinson Manu- 
facturing Co., (Kan. App.) 50 Pac. 100. 

A lien claimant that accepts security is presumed to have 
waived his lien. Bristol-Goodson Klectric Light § Power Co. 
. a Gas, Electric Light § Power Co., (Tenn. Sup.) 42 


MORTGAGES. 


A mortgagee, where there has been no default, cannot sell~the 
mo lands, so as to pass a good title to a bona fide 
purchaser. Rogers v. Barnes, (Mass.) 47 N. E. 602. 

In foreclosure, the title of a defendant cannot be litigated if it 
is paramount and hostile to the title of mortgagor. Kizer 
v. Caufield, (Wash.) 49 Pac. 1064. 

A mortgage given by the purchaser, to secure the price conveys 
title superior to the interest acquired through previous 
mortgages given by the purchaser, and covering after 
acquired property. Daly v. New York g¢ G. L. Ry. Co., 
(N. J. Ch.) 38 Atl. 202. 

Such superiority is not lost by neglect to record the purchase 
money mo e since the registry statute is for the pro- 
tection of only subsequent mortgagees. Same case 

Extension of time for payment of the note, held not 


to abrogate 
the provision in the mortgage permitting the holder to de- 


clare it due on default in payment of interest. Washburn 
v. Williams, (Colo. App.) 50 Pac. 223. 

Equity will not restrain, at the instance of a mortgagee in pos- 
session, a sale of the premises under a junior execution. 
American Freehold Land § Mortgage Co. v. Maxwell, (Fla.) 
22 So. 751. . 

The mortgage of the entire assets of the business does not neces- 
sarily include a mort, of the good will. Sante Fe Elec- 
tric Co. v. Hitchcock, (N. M.) 50 Pac. 332. 

MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 


Where a charter exempts from taxation the pro of churches, 
charitable associations and institutions of learning, the 
town cannot exempt other a. Germania Sav, Bank 
v. Town of Darlington, (8. C.) 27 8. E. 846. , 
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A city cannot prohibit the sale of liquors containing alcohol in 
quantities insufficient to intoxicate. Gran? v. City of Fon- 
tana, (Kan. App.) 50 Pac. 104. 

A salaried subordinate of the district attorney of the State of 
New York, receiving a salary fixed by law, cannot recover 
extra pay for services as a notary. Merzbach v. Mayer, 19 
App. Div. 186; 45 N. Y. Supp. (79 St. Rep.) 1018. 

The fact that improvements are made in a street by a city after 
it has ceded jurisdiction of the street to park commissioners 
does not oust such jurisdiction. West Chicago Park Com- 
missioners v. Sweet, (1ll.) 47 N. E. 728. 

NEGLIGENCE. 


it is the duty of one who approaches a railroad track at a time 
when it is temporarily obscured by smoke, to wait until 
the smoke has cleared away, a refusal to so charge is error. 
Manley v. N. Y. Central §& H. R. R. R. Co., 18 App. Div. 420; 
45 N. Y. Supp. (79 St. Rep.) 1108. 

One having the opportunity, by the exercise of proper case, to 
avoid injuring another, must do so, notwithstanding the 
latter places Limeeif in a situation of danger by his own 
negligence. Fox v. Oakland Consolidated St. Ky., (Cal.) 
50 Cal. 25. 

It is not contributary negligence as matter of law, for a petson 
to leave his bicycle standing against the curb in front of his 
house without ascertaining whether a horse near by was 
hitched or attended. Wagner v. New York Consolidated Milk 
Co., 21 Misc. 62; 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 939. 

OFFICERS. 


A contingent resignation by a State official may be withdrawn 
by him any time before the contingency happens. State r. 
Beck, (Nev.) 49 Pac. 1035. 
Laws 1880, p. 330, authorizing the governor to remove for in- 
competency, does not justify a removal without previous 
notice. Benson v. People, (Colo. App.) 50 Pac. 212. 
PARTITION. 


A claim for improvements on land, which a co-tenant has 
against the common ancestor, cannot be asserted in a par- 
tition suit. Martin v. Martin, (Va.) 278. E. 810. 

Where each party claims under a different deed by the same 
grantor, it is not reversible error to exclude the one last 
executed. Daris v. Pacific Imp. Co., (Cal.) 50 Pac. 7. 

Where lands were purch by a partnership for development 

and sale, they would be partitioned on application of one 
artner if the venture would be thereby defeated. Craig- 
v. Pike, (N. J. Ch.) 38 Atl. 296. 
PARTNERSHIP. 


A claim against an insolvent partnership, fora sum which might 
be found due a retired partner, on a firm settlement, held 
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Alteration of notes by additional signatures held to relieve a 
surety thereon from liability. Windle v. Williams, (Ind. 
App.) 47 N, E, 680. 

Mere forebearance by a creditor does not release sureties, al- 
though by lapse of time, the remedy is lost against the 
principal, Hickhoff v. Eikenbary, (Neb.) 72 N. W. 308. 


RAILROADS. 


Evidence as to liability of a horse to take fright in the presence 
of a moving train, held admissible on the question of con- 
tribntary negligence of the driver. Folsom v. Concord § M. 
R. R. Co., (N. H ) 38 Atl. 209. 

One who failed to look and listen before attempting to cross a 
track, held gailty of contributary negligence. Serery rv. 
Chicago, R. 1. & P. Ry. Co., (Okla.) 50 Pac. 162. } 

A bicycler held not gailty of contributary negligence in failing 
to stop as he approached a railroad crossing, though the 
road was so situated that he could not see a train until 
withio 25 feet of the crossing. Kimball v. Friend’s Adm’rz, 
(Va.) 27 8. E. 920. 


REPLEVIN. 


Manufacturer who has sold goods under agreement that buyer 
shall hold them, and the proceeds of sales made by him, as 
collateral security, for his indebtedness to the manufacturer, 
may replevy the goods on default of payment. Orner rv. 
Sattley Manuf’g Co.. (Ind. App.) 47 N. E. 644. 

In an action on the replevin bond after dismissal, the obligee 
may recover the damages sustained, to the amount of the 
penalty. Cox v, Sargent, (Colo. App.) 50 Pac. 201. 


SALES. 


The buyer of a threshing machine sold to him through frauda- 
lent representations that it was new, held, to have waived 
the right to rescind by paying, with knowledge of the facts, 
one of the notes given for the price. Minnesota Thresher 

" Manuf’g Co. v. Gruben, (Kan. App.) 50 Pac. 67. 

If goods purchased do not comply with the conditions of the 
sale, the vendee must return them without unreasonable 
delay, else he loses his right to rescind. Luger Furniture 
Co. v. Street, (Okla.) 50 Pac. 125. 

A contract for the manufacture and sale of goods cannot be 
rescinded by the vendee where, with full knowledge of de- 
fects, he uses a part of the goods. National Keg & Bor ‘0. 
v. Baker, 21 Misc. 35; 46 N. Y. Supp. (80 St. Rep.) 885. 


USURY. 


One asking the cancellation of sureties for usury need not, as a 
condition of obtaining such relief, pay what he has received. 
Mathews v. Missouri, K. § T. Trust Co.,(Minn.)72N W. 121. 





conjectural, and properly dismissed without prejudice. 
223. | 


Garlick v. Karger, (Wis.) 72 N. W. 223 
PLEDGES. 


Where a firm assigned a note to a bank to secure an indebted- 


ness, with a provision, that any surplus should be paid to 
a third person, held, that an assignee of part of the indebt- 
edness to the bank, was entitled to share in the security. 
German Nat. Bank v. First Nat. Bank, (Tenn. Ch. App.) 41 
S. W. 1070. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 


On the question of authority of an agent to make a contract | 


with a purchaser, evidence is admissible to snow that the 


agent made contracts for his principal with other purchas- | 
Hyman Hall Co., (Wash.) 49 | 


ers. H. C. Mahrt Co. v. 
Pac. 1063. 


One who assumes to represent a principal who has no legal ex- 


istence is himself liable. 
W. 213. 


PRINCIPAL AND SURETY. 


The sureties on a bond given for the faithful performance of a 
contract, are released by an alteration of the contract with- 
out their consent, whether the alteration isa material one 
or not. United States Glass Co. v. West Virginia Flint Bottle 
Co., (C. C.) 81 Fed. 993. 
iving of a trust deed to secure 4 past due note on which 
there was a surety, held, not an agreement for delay for a 
definite period, discharging the surety. Watauga Bank v. 
Matson, (Tenn. Sup.) 41 8. W. 1062. 
Where holder of note agrees to extension provided the sureties 
consent, they are not released thereby, Kuhlmanv. Learens, 
(Okla. ) 50 Pac. 171, 


Learn v. Upstill, (Neb.) 72 N. 


The 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER. 


Sales of realty, where the acreage is referred to in the deed, are 

presumed to be sales per acre, and notin gross. Aull r. 
Watts, (Va.) 27 8. E. 829. 

A delay of three years in asking a recission of a contract, be- 
cause of false representations of the vendor, held no defense. 
Grosh v. Ivanhoe Land §& Imp. Co., (Va.) 278. E, S41. 


WILLS. 


| A devise for life, to be disposed of at the devisees discretion, 
and at her decease to go to testatrix’s nearest of kin, held 
to limit the devisees power of disposition to transfer dur- 
ing life, and not by will. Keniston v. Mayhew, (Mass.) 47 
N. E. 612. 

One to whom land is devised as compensation for services as 
guardian cannot set up claim to land as against the equities 
of creditors of the estate. Pearson v. Gillenwaters, (Tenn. 
Sup.) 42S. W. 9. 


WITNESSES. 


A wife or widow is not competent to testify to the fact of her 
marriage. Klotz v. Klotz, 20 Misc. 662; 46 N. Y. Supp. 
(80 St. Rep.) 255. 

Where a witness testifies to nothing material to the issues, it is 
not error to refuse to allow him to be cross-examined. Wat 
kins v. United States, (Okla.) 50 Pac. 88. 

When a party becomes a witness in his own behalf, cross- 
examiner may question him as to antecedents and character, 
as affecting his credibility. Georgia v. Bond, (Mich.) 72 
N. W. 232. 

Code Civ. Proc., sec. 2051, does not change the rule that a wit 
ness may testify that he would not believe a certain other 

witness under oath, Wise v. Wakefield, (Cal.) 50 Pac. 310. 
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BAR AND LAW LIBRARY ASSOCIATIONS. 





EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCLATION 
President— William Wirt Howe, New Orleans, La. 
Secretary 

more, Md. 


freasurer—Francis Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 


phia, Pa. 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CREDIT MEN. 
President—J ames G. Cannon, New York City. 
gecretary—F RK. Boocock, 345 Broadway, N. Y. city. 
Treasurer—T. H. Green, Sioux City, Iowa. 

COMMERCIAL LAW LEAGUE OF AMERICA. 
President—E. M. Bartlett, Omaha, Neb. 
secretary—James A. Webb, St. Louis, Mo. 
freasurer—E. K. Sumerwell New York City. 

CANADIAN BAR ASSOCIATION. 
President—J. E. Robidoux, Quebec. 
Secretary— Alexander Falconer, Montreal. 
freasurer—C. B. Carter, Montreal. 

STATE ASSOCIATIONS. 


ALABAMA. 
President—Jobhn P. Tillman, Birmingham. 
Secre:ary and Treasurer—Alex. ‘troy, Montgomery. 

ALASKA. 
President—J. 5S. Bugbee, J uneau. 
gecretary—F. D. Keisey. Juveav. 
Treasurer—J. G. Heid, Juneau. 
ARIZONA. 
President—J. C. Herndon, Tucson. 
secretary—J. W. Crenshaw, Phoenix. 
Treasurer— Walter Bennett. 
ARKANSAS. 
?resident—M. T. Bandera, Helena. 
wcretary—G. W. Shian, Little Rock. 
COLOKADO. 
President—Hugh Butler, Denver 
Secretary and Treasurer—Lucius W. Hoyt, Denver 
OONNECTICUT. 
’resident—Charles E. Perkins, Hartford. 
ecretary—Charles M. Joslyn, Hartford. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
President—Henry E. Davis. Washington. 
secretary— William Meyer Lewin, Washington. 
Treasurer—Charles H. Cragin, Washington. 


GEORGIA. 
President—John W. Aiken, Cartersville. 
s-cretary—J. H. Blount, Jr., Macon. 
Treasurer—Z. D. Harrisun, Atlanta. 


LLINOI8. 


I 
President— Alfred Orendorft, Springfield. 


Secretary and Treasurer—J. H. Matheny, Springfield. 


INDIANA. 
President—Benjamin Harrison, Indianapolis. 
Secretary—John R. Wilson, Indianapolis. 
Treasurer— Noble C. Butler, Indianapolis. 


IOWA. 
President—W. J. Wade, Iowa City. 
dgecretary—N. E. Coffin, Des Moings 
Treasurer—G. F. Henry, Des Mofhes. 


KANBAS. 
President— William Thomson, Burlingame. 
‘ecretary—C. J. Brown, Topeka. 
freasurer—A. A. Goddard, Topeka. 
KENTUCKY 
‘Tesident—Malcolm Yeaman, Henderson. 
secretary —J. G. Poore, Frankfort. 
LOUIBIANA. 
President—J. W. Burgess, Baton Rouge. 
Secretary—T. Sambola Jones, Baton Rouge. 


MAINE. 
President—Franklin A. Wileon, Bangor. 
Seo etary and Treasurer—Leslie C. Cornish, Augusta 
MARYLAND. 
President— Robert R. Henderson, Cumberland. 
secretary—Conway W. Sams, Baltimore. 
Creasurer— George W hitelock. Baltimore. 
MICHIGAN. 
President —Micheal Brennan, Detroit. 
Secretary— E. W. Pendleton, Detroit. 
Treasurer— William J. Gray, Detroit. 


MINNESOTA. 
?recident—Moas E Clapp, St. Paul. 
socretary—E H Ozmon, St. Paul. 
treasurer—D. F. Benton, Minneapolie. 

MISSISSIPPI. , 

seethenn-—Bgtact Lewes. ; oy 

retary—-W. K. ea ackson 
William 


freasurer—C. M son. 


MISSOURI 
President— Wiliam C. Marshall, St. Louis. 
weretary—Selden P. Spencer, St Louis. 
Creasurer—W. B. Teasdale, Kansas City. 
MONTANA. 
President—A. C. Batkin, Helena. 
woretary— Edward C. Russell, Helena. 
Creasurer F. D. Miracle Helena. 
NEW MEXICO. 
President—A. B. Fall, Las Cruces. 
Secretary— Edward L. Bartlett, Santa Fe. 
Treasurer—George W. Knaebel, Santa Fe. 
NEW YORE. 
President—Edward G. Whittaker, New York City. 
Jecertary—L. B. Proctor, Albany. 
Hessberg, 


John Hinkley, 215 N. Charles St., salti- 





OKLAHOMA. 
President—John W. Shortel, Guthrie. 
Secretary—Edgar W. Jones, Guthrie. 
Treasurer—John D. Debois, Guthrie. 
OHIO 
President—Judson Harmon, Cincinnati. 
Se retary—H. y B. Arnold, © vu. 
‘Treasurer—L. H. Pike, Toledo 
OREGON. 
President—Stephen A. Lowell, Pendleton. 
Secretary —Sanderson Reed, Portiana 
‘Treasurer—Chas. J. Schnabe), Portland. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
President—P. C. Knox, Allegheny. 
Secretary—Edward P. Allison, Philadelphia. 
Treasurer — William Penn Lloyd, Mechanicsburg 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
President--B F. Whitner, Anderson. 
seoretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia. 
TENNESSEE. 
President—C W. Metcalf, Memphis. 
secretary and Treasurer—Chas. M. Burch, Nashville 
TEXAS 
President William Aubrey, San Antonio. 
Secretary—Charles 8. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer— William D. Williams, Fort Worth. 
UTAH 
President—C. 8. Varion, Salt Lake. 
Secretary—C. S. Kinney, Salt Lake. 
Treasurer—E. O. Lee, Salt Lake 
VERMONT 
President—Charles P. Hogan, St. Albans. 
secretary—George W. Wing, Montpelier. 
Treasurer—Hiram Carleton, Montpeiier. 
. VIRGINIA. 
President— William B. Pettit, Palmyra. 
Secretary and Treasurer—E. ©. Massie, Richmond, 
WEST VIRGINIA 
as J. ~~ ge me 
Secretary —James Ewing, eeling. 
Treasurer—W. N. Miller Puheniens, 
WASHINGTON 
President— George Turner, Spokane. 
Secretary—Nathan S. Porter, Olympia 
Treasurer— William A. Peters, Seattle. 
WISCONSIN. 
Presiden'— William H. Seaman, Milwaukee. 
Secretary—E. P. Vilas, Milwaukee. 

Treasurer— J. H. Carpenter. Madison. 
——_—__ —=> - > 
COLORADO. 

The Colorado Bar Association, whose 
first meeting was held about a month 
ago, perfected its organization recently 
at the Brown Palace Hotel, Denver, and 
elected following officers: President,Hugh 
Butler, Denver; first vice-president, C 
E. Gast, Pueblo; second vice-president, 
Chas. Cavender, Leadville; secretary 
and treasurer, Lucius W. Hoyt. 

CONNECTICUT. 

At the annual meeting of the New 
Haven County Bar Association recently 
John W. Alling was elected president 
and John K. Beach vice-president. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Members of the District Bar assem- 
bled at the City Hall recently, in re- 
sponse to a call by the Bar Association, 
to take action in respect to the memory 
of Judge H. O. Claughton and Theodore 
W. Birney, two well-known members of 
the District bar, who died during the 
Summer recess of the courts. President 
Henry E. Davis of the District Bar As- 
sociation was chosen to preside over the 
meeting, and W. Meyer Lewin was 
chosen secretary. On motion, a commit- 
tee of nine, composed as follows, was 
appointed to draft suitable resolutions: 
Messrs. Samuel F. Phillips, Eugene 
Carusi, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John S. Mc- 
Calmont, R. Ross Perry, A. S. Worthing- 
ton, Charles H. Cragin, F. H. Mackey 
and Henry W. Hodges. 

GEORGIA. 

The Abbeville bar passed suitable reso- 
lutions upon the death of Judge Samuel 
McGowan. The resolutions were offered 
by Walter L. Miller. Addresses were 
made by W. N. Graydon, L. W: Perrin, 
S. C. Carson, W. H. Parker and Frank 
B. Gary. 

At a recent meeting of the Atlanta 
bar John L. Hopkins, L. E. Bleckley, P. 
L. Mynatt, R. Arnold, M. J. Clarke, N. 
J. Hammond and George Hillyer were 
appointed to draft suitable resolutions 
upon the death of Judge Edwin N. 
Broyles. 





ILLINOIS. 


The Pearce Law Club, a recent organi- 
zation held its first annual meeting and 
banquet recently. After the feast the 
members responded to toasts, O. K. Bar- 
rett being the toastmaster. Those pres- 
ent were the’ following: Norman T. 
Bourland, Robert P. Jack, John Du 
Mars, Jay Hunter, Asa Danforth, Oliver 
K. Barrett, Hall and Jay Grove. Mr. 
Bourland is president and Mr. Hunter 
secretary and treasurer. The club meets 
the first and third Thursday evenings 
of each month. 


The annual meeting of the Chicago Bar 
Association was held recently. Officers 
and managers of the association for the 
ensuing year were elected and the re- 
ports of the retiring officers and commit- 
tees were read. These show that the as- 
sociation has received a large addition in 
members and is in a prosperous condi- 
tion. The new officers elected are: Pres- 
ident, George A. Follansbee; first vice- 
president, Henry S. Towle; second vice- 
president, Frederic 8S. Hebard; treasurer, 
Thomas J. Holmes; secretary, George 
Mills Rogers; librarian, Louis Boisot, Jr.; 
Board of Managers—David B. Lyman, 
Howard Henderson, Frank A. Helmer, 
Clarence A. Burley, M. Lester Coffeen, 
Charles S. Holt, Thomas Dent, Elbert H. 
Gary, Elbert H. Ferguson. The names 
of Lyndon Evans and William A. Pur- 
cell were added to the Committee on Ad- 
mission im the place of Joseph H. De- 
frees and Gilbert E. Porter. Retiring 
President Henderson made an address in 
which he reviewed the work of the as- 
sociatidn during the year. This showed 
that the association has added seventy- 
two names to its roll during the year, 
making a total membership of 563. 


INDIANA. 


The Tippecanoe County bar met re- 
cently to hear the resolutions read which 
were prepared by Frank B. Everett, R. 
P. De Hart, S. P. Baird, A. L. Kumler, 
William R. Wood, William V. Stuart, A. 
W. Caldwell and George D. Parks, on 
the deaths of John A. Wilstach and 
Frank W. Chase. Judge Taylor presid- 
ed over the meeting. 

There was a large attendance at the 
meeting of the St. Joseph County Bar 
Association at South Bend, recently, to 
take action on the death of Elvin 8. 
Dunbar, Judge Anderson was called 
upon to preside and C. P. DuComb was 
chosen secretary, On motion, Judge An- 
derson, J. P. Creed, Hon. George Ford, 
John E. Fisher, A. L. Brick and Judge 
Hubbard were named to draft fitting 
resolutions to be sent to each of the 
county papers and a copy to be sent to 
the family of the deceased. 

The Wayne County Bar Library Asso- 
sociation at Richmond is to be reorgan- 
ized. The claim of about $500 against the 
association has been wiped out. The 
library was sold by the Sheriff re- 
cently, and ws brought in for the as- 
sociation, and afterward, at a special 
meeting of the bar, the money was raised 
to liquidate the debt. A committee com- 
posed of Attorneys Lewis D. Stubbs, C. 
Cc. Binkley and Judge Fox, was appoint- 
ed to draft rules and by-laws of the new 
library association, and to report at a 
subsequent meeting. The library em- 
braces one of the finest collections of 
legal volumes in the State, and it is to be 
enlarged considerably within the near fu- 
ture. 

MAINE. 


The Franklin County Bar Association 
recently tendered Judge Savage of Au- 
burn and Judge Thompson of the Farm- 
ington Municipal Court a banquets at 
Farmington. Henry L. Whitcomb pre- 
sided. Toasts were responded to by B. 
Emery Pratt, Enoch O. Greenleaf, Joseph 
Cc. Holman, Elmer E. Richards, Frank 
W. Butler, Byron M. Small, Enoch W. 
Whitcomb, Cyrus N. Blanchard, Harry 
F. Berry and Louis Voter. Judge Thomp- 
son and Judge Savage made able and 
eloquent responses to their speeches of 
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congratulation and good cheer. Upon 
suggestion of Mr. Greenleaf all drank 
a toast in cold water to the memory of 
the late Judge Chandler, whose judicial 
record and service to the county and 
State was briefly eulogized and honored. 
A committee was appointed. by President 
Whitcomb to draw up and present later 
in court resolutions of respect and love 
to the deceased judge. The committee 
was composed of Major S. Clifford Bel- 
cher, Enoch O. Greenleaf, Esq., and Hon. 
Joseph C. Holman. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 


At the annual meeting of the bar as- 
sociation of the city of Boston the fol- 
lowing named officers were elected for 
the ensuing year: President, Lewis S. 
Dabney; vice-president, Francis V. 
Balch; treasurer, Charles P. Greenough; 
secretary, Sigourney Butler. Members of 
the Council for three years, Theodore H. 
Tyndale, William S. Hall, Charles K. 
Cobb, Sherman Hoar, Alfred Hemenway, 
Melvin O. Adams, Patrick A. Collins. 


The lawyers of Norfolk County met at 
Dedham recently, and voted to organize 
the Norfolk Law Library Association. 
Louis A, Cook, the Clerk of Courts, was 
chairman, and Erastus Worthington, the 
Dedham Justice, secretary. The follow- 
ing committee was appointed to draft 
by-laws and nominate officers: Charles 
F. Jenney of Hyde Park, Asa French of 
Braintree, Oscar A. Marden of Stough- 
ton, Thomas E. Grover of Canton, Fred- 
erick D. Ely of Dedham, Albert E. Avery 
of Braintree and John W. McAnarney of 
Quincy. 

In their rooms in the court house, 
Pemberton square, Boston, the proprie- 
tors of the Social Law Library held 
their annual meeting recently. The 
election of officers resulted as follows: 
President, Charles A. Welch; trustees: 
Richard Olney, John C. Gray, Arthur 
Lincoln, Edward W. Hutchins, Heman 
W. Chaplin, Louis S. Dabney and A. 
Lawrence Lowell; clerk and treasurer, 
Lawrence M. Stockton. These figures 
are interesting: Number of proprietors, 
Sept. 30, 485; mumber of annual sub- 
scribers, 441; total number of volumes 
added to library during year, 997; total 
number in the library at the present 
time, about 30,000. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The semi-annual meeting of the Bel- 
knap County Bar Association was held 
in the clerk’s office at Laconia recently. 
The president of the association, E. A. 
Hibbard, occupied the chair. Officers for 
the ensuing term were elected as fol- 
lows: President, Ellery A. Hibbard; vice- 
president, Charles C. Rogers; secretary 
and treasurer, Edwin P. Thompson; 
Exeutive Committee: Thomas Cogswell, 
E. Perry Jewell, Edwin P. Thompson. 

Harry G. Sargent and John M. Mitchell 
of Concord and George W. Stone of And- 
over have been appointed a committee 
of the Merrimack County Bar Associa- 
tion to draft resolutions on the death of 
the late Judge William L. Foster of 
Concord. 


NEW YORK. 


At a recent meeting of the bar asso- 
ciation of New York city, Augustus C. 
Brown presiding, the following new 
members were elected: Thomas P. 
Wickes, George E. P. Howard, ex-Judge 
Cc. F. Brown of Newburg, N. Y.; Edwin 
A. Jones, Max J. Kohler, J. Park Ander- 
son, Richard B. Kelly, Grenville B. Win- 
throp, George L. Shearer, Abraham S&S. 
Gilbert, Robert Schell Rudd, Thomas E. 
Conway of Plattsburg, N. Y. 


The Brooklyn Bar Association recently 
held a meeting in respect to the memory 
of the late Judge William J. Osborne, 
one of the justices of the Supreme Court. 

The Madison County Bar Association 
has just been formed with John E. Smith 
of Morrisville, District-Attorney Michael 
H. Kiley of Cazenovia, James B. Jenkins 
of Oneida, Capt. Charles W. Underhill of 
Hamilton, Stephen M. Wing of Canas- 
tota and Charles A. Hitchcock of Chit- 











tenango as directors for the first 
year. Justice Gerrit A. Forbes of Canas- 
tota, it is understood, will be the unani- 
mous choice of the directors of the asso- 
ciation’s first president. The office of the 
association will be located at Morris- 
ville. 


At a meeting of the Washington Coun- 
ty Bar Association held at Salem recent- 
ly for the purpose of taking action rela- 
tive to recent deaths of its members, 
Hon. Lyman H. Northup was elected to 
preside, and Rodney Van Wormer was 
chosen secretary. Eloquent addresses 
were made by Judges Northup, Lillie 
and Whitman, and also by Col. 8S. W. 
Russell. Abner Robertson spoke elo- 
quently of the late James Gibson, Chas. 
O. Pratt of the late John K. Larmon, 
and Thomas A. Lillie of the late Emer- 
son E. Davis. 


The Rochester Bar Association held its 
regular quarterly meeting recently at 
Genesee Valley Club. Among those 
present were the judges of the Appellate 
Division of the Supreme Court, Justices 
Hardin, Follett, Adams and Green. The 
literary feature of the evening was a 
paper upon “Humor of the Law,” by the 
Rev. T. Harwood Pattison, D. D. At the 
business session the following committees 
were appointed: Nominating Committee 
—Nathaniel Foote, chairman; W. S. Hub- 
bell, W. D. Eilwanger, John D. Lynn 
and Adelbert Cronise; Auditing Commit- 
tee—J. S. Hunn, Henry Cronise, H. R. 
Wood, G. V. Fieckenstein, A. Benedict 
and William DeGraff were appointed tel- 
lers. Refreshments were served at the 
close of the business session, and a social 
hour was enjoyed by the members pres- 
ent. 


OHIO. 


Honor was paid to the memory of the 
late Hon. George L. Converse at the re- 
cent meeting of the Franklin County Bar 
Association at Columbus. The meeting 
was called to order by Hon. S. N. Owen, 
president of the association. The memo- 
rial presented was the work of a com- 
mittee composed of Hon. R. A. Harrison, 
T. E. Powell, E. L. Taylor, J. H. Outh- 
waite, B. F. Martin, T. J. Duncan and 
Eli P. Evans. Judge Wylie, Mr. Powell, 
G. H. Bargar, ex-Judge T. J. Duncan, his 
former law partner; Mr. Ivor Hughes, 
Col. E. L. Taylor, J. D. Sullivan and 
others, made eulogistic remarks of their 
deceased brother. 


At a recent meeting of the Cleveland 
Bar Arnold Green was elected chairman 
and H. G. Schaiby secretary. Upon mo- 
tion of John A. Zangerle a committee of 
three was appointed to draft resolutions 
expressive of the sentiment of the bar 
on the death of Walter A. Thieme. The 
resolutions were reported by the com- 
mittee composed of John A. Zangerle, 
Hon. Martin A. Foran and Judge George 
B. Solders, and unanimously adopted. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The Chester County Bar Association 
recently held a meeting in memory of 
the late William T. Barber. Judge 
Hemphill presided. On motion of A. 
P. Reid, Gibbons Gray Cornwell was 
elected secretary of the meeting. On 
motion of Thomas W. Pierce a commit- 
tee of five was appointed to draft appro- 
priate resolutions. The chair appointed 
Thomas W. Pierce, Alfred P. Reid, Will- 
iam Butler, Jr., Gibbons G. Cornwell and 
J. F. E. Hause. Words of eulogy were 
spoken by Francis C. Horton, Capt. R. 
T. Cornwell, Alfred P. Reid, Thomas 8. 
Butler and others. The following is a 
list of those present: Judge Joseph 
Hemphill, Thomas W. Pierce, J. Carroll 
Hayes, I. Newton Wynn, Charles H. 
Pennypacker, Wm. 8S. Harris, J. N. Guss, 
A. P. Reid, William M. Hayes, A. McC. 
Holding, H. H. Gilkyson, William 5S. 
Windle, Arthur T. Parke,, William But- 
ler, Jr., Abraham Wanger, Joseph H. 
Baldwin, R. S. Waddell, Carroll B. Ja- 
cobs, George M. Rupert, J. Frank E. 
Hause, Wallace S. Harlan, James H. 
Bull, Thomas 8S. Butler, Col. F. C. Hoo- 












ton, Capt. R. T. Corwell, H. P. Wait- 
neight, George B. Johnson, James ¢. 
Sellers, James Monaghan, Theodore kK. 
Stubbs, Major Wiliam T. Fulton, John 
J. Pinkerton, Gibbons G. Cornwell, J. 
Newton Huston, Curtis H. Hannum, 
Abner Pyle, S. D. Ramsey, C. W. Talbot 
and Thomas Lack. 


TEXAS. 


The Harris County Bar Association 
held a meeting recently at Houston, for 
the puropse of devising means to infuse 
new life and additional interest in its 
meetings. Edgar Watkins presided. 
Those present were William H. Crank, 
Sr., Edgar Watkins, W. G. Love, Homer 
Mitchell, W. D. Sherwood, Charles Cul- 
more, T. C. Ford and C. G. Stone. 


VERMONT. 


The annual meeting of the State Bar 
Association was held last month at 
Montpelier, with literary exercises, in the 
county courtroom. Addresses were made 
by the president, E. L. Waterman of 
Brattleboro; Hon. A. 8. Bacheller of Lit- 
tleton, N. H., and Hon. George N. Date 
of Brighton. Immediately following 
came the banquet at the Pavilion. The 
post prandial exercises were the most 
interesting and entertaining in the his- 
tory of the association. The list of 
speakers and their toasts were: “Su- 
preme Court,” Seneca Haselton, Burling- 
ton; “Justice Courts,” Alex. Dunnett, 
St. Johnsbury; “The Jury,” George A. 
Ballard, Fairfax; “Bacillus Librarian,” 
John H. Senter, Montpelier; “New 
Hampshire Bar,” A. 8. Bacheller, Little- 
ton, N. H.; “Federal Courts,’”’ James L. 
Martin, Brattleboro; “Woman Clients,” 
Robert Roberts, Burlington. The fol- 
lowing officers were elected: President, 
Charles P. Hogan of St. Albans; vice- 
presidents, Harry Blodgett of St. Johns- 
bury, P. M. Meldon of Rutland, H. E. 
Rustedt of St. Albans; secretary, George 
W. Wing of Montpelier; treasurer, Hi- 
ram Carleton of Montpelier; managers, 
Fred A. Howland of Montpelier, Robert 
Roberts of Burlington, J. L. Martin of 
Brattleboro, W. B. Sheldon of Benning- 
ton. Among those in attendance were 
George Briggs, Brandon; Frank Plumiley, 
Northfield; F. W. Baldwin, Barton; L. 
P. Slack, St. Johnsbury; 8S. E. Pingree, 
Hartford; N. L. Boyden, Randolph; E. 
W. Bisbee, Barre; T. H. Brown, Rutland; 
G. W. Harmon, Bennington; Daniel 
Roberts, Robert Roberts, Burlington; R. 
E. Brown, Bennington; E. B. Taft, Bur- 
lington; C. H. Darling, Edward C. Ben- 
nett, Bennington; O. M. Barber, Arling- 
ton; Henry Bullard, D. J. Foster, Bur- , 
lington; W. B. C. Stickney, Bethel; J. 
G. Harvey, White River Junction; C. C. 
Fitts, George B. Hitt, Brattleboro; F. H. 
Button, Middlebury; J. D. Denison, Ran- 
dolph; John Young, Newport; A. Dun- 
nett, St. Johnsbury; Charles P. Tarbell, 
South Royalton; J. P. Lamson, Cabot. 


VIRGINIA. 


The Richmond Bar Association held 4 
called meeting recently for the purpose 
of adopting suitable resolutions in mem- 
ory of the two distinguished jurists, Ma- 
jor R. Taylor Scott and Judge Walter 
R. Staples, who recently passed away. 
Hon. B. B. Munford, president of the 
association, called the meeting to order, 
and on motion of Mr. Henry Taylor 
Judge R. H. Cardwell of the Supreme 
Court of Appeals, was requested to pre- 
side. Judge Cardwell, in taking the 
chair, said that he felt gratified to be 
present, and by his presence to partici- 
pate in the expression of sorrow over 
the loss of the two distinguished jurists. 
On motion of Mr. Munford, Mr. James 
W. Gordon was elected secretary. On 
motion a committee was appointed to 
prepare resolutions on the death of Mr. 
Scott and Mr. Staples. The chair ap- 
pointed the following members of the 
committee: Judge James Keith, Judge B. 
R. Wellford, Jr., Judge John W. Riely, 
Judge L. L. Lewis, Judge E. C. Minor, 
Judge J. C. Lamb, Judge 8. B. Witt, 
Judge William J. Leake, Judge George 
L. Christian, Messrs. C. V. Meredith, 
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James Pleasants, Charles 8S. Stringfel 
low, W. W. Henry, Henry C. Cannon, 
Tazewell Elliott, Jackson Guy and John 
A. Cole. The chair then appointed the 
following members of the association 
special committees, who are to present 
the memorials in the various courts: 
FOR MAJOR R. TAYLOR SCOTT. 
Supreme Court of Appeals—Judge John 
H. Ingram. 
Federal Courts—William L. Royall. 
City Cireuit Court—John A. Coke. 
Chancery Court—Jackson Guy. 
Hustings Court—H. M. Smith, Jr. 
Law and Equity Court—Wyndham R. 
Meredith. 
FOR JUDGE WALLER R. STAPLES. 
Supreme Court of Appeals—B. B. Mun- 
ford. 
Federal Courts—Judge L. L. Lewis. 
City Circuit Court—Hill Carter. 
Chancery Court—Judge George L. 
Christian. 
Hustings Court—D. C. Richardson. 
Law and Equity Court—Rosewell Page. 


LAWYERS. 


Where they are— What they are doing - Whatis said 
of them—Change in partnerships — Removals— 
Professional news items. 
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NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Torrington, Ct.—Bernard E. Higgins 
has opened an office here. 

Auburn, Me.—A. F. Mason is reading 
law with Tascus Atwood. 

Bethel, Me.—C. C. Warren, who re- 
cently formed a partnership with Judge 
Frye, has returned to Fryeburg to prac- 
tice. 


Biddeford, Me.—Emile Fardinel of 
Lewistown has located here. 

Eastport, Me.—Colvin McNichol has 
opened an office here. 


Farmington, Me.—J. H. Thompson has 
been appointed Judge of the Municipal 
Court to succeed Judge Chandler. 

Saco, Me.—W. E. Kinney has opened 
an office at this place. 


Boston, Mass.—District-Attorney Hurl- 
burt of Lynn has formed a partnership 
with Jones and Pangree of this city. 


Boston, Mass.—Edmund S8. Spalding 
and David P. Page of this city and Col- 
ver J. Stone of Andover have formed a 
partnership under the firm name of 
Spalding, Page & Stone, with offices in 
the Chadwick Building. 

Palmer, Mass.—Hobson and Dillon have 
dissolved, Mr. Hobson succeeding to 
the business. 

South Framingham, Mass.—Frank C. 
Pillion of Happenton has opened an of- 
fice here. 

Springfield, Mass.—Hooker & Snow is 
a new firm just formed here. 

Woodstock, Mass.—Frederick Pingree 
has opened an office here. 

Worcester, Mass.—Aldus C. Higgins 
has opened an office in the State Mu- 
tual Building. 


Franklin, N. H.—R. W. Bennett has as- 
—e with Judge Barnard in the prac- 
tice. 


Keene, N. H.—John E. Allen has 
opened an office here. 


Washington, R. I1.—Mrs. J. Ellen Foster 
has opened an office here for the prac- 
tice of law. 


Colchester, Vt.—John Wheeloek has 
opened an office here. 


Montpelier, Vt.—E. H. Deavitt has 
opened an office here. 


St. Albans Vt.—The following candi- 
dates passed the examination required 
before the Supreme Court Committee and 
were admitted to the Vermont bar: Wal- 
ter 8. Barton of Burlington, John E., 
Gale of Guilford, Edward R. Buck of 
Reading, Clinton Frye of St. Johnsbury, 
Edward Raymond of Bridgewater, T. E. 
O’Brien of Bellows Falls, Henry Conler 








of Winooski, Aldent Humphrey of Lud- 
low, Fred Pingree of Hartford, H. C. 
Shurtleff of Montpelier, Anthony 
Schwenck of Brattleboro, Albert Farman 
of Newport, Leon Latham of Randolph, 
Frank Mills of Newport, and Clark C. 
Briggs of Burlington. 

St. Johnsbury, Vt.—Louis M. Lemerise 
has opened an office here. 

Winooski, Vt.—Henry Conlin has 
opened an office here. 


—_—-_ >  —___— 


MIDDLE STATES. 


Baltimore, Md.—H. R. Lely Harring- 
ton of Dover, Del., has located here. 

Albany, N. Y.—Bulkeley & Tennont 
have dissolved, Albert C. Tennont taking 
offices at 73 State street. 

Albany, N. Y.—Franklin M. Danaher 
has been reappointed a member of the 
State Board of Law Examiners, to serve 
for three years, from Jan. 1. 

Brooklyn, N. Y.—Jesse Johnson has 
been appointed Judge of the Supreme 
Court to fill the vacancy caused by the 
death of Judge Osborne. 


Brooklyn, N. Y.—The law firm of John- 
son & Lamb, in the Real Estate Ex- 
change Building, in Montague street, be- 
comes, by the accession of its senior, 
Justice Jesse Johnson, to the Supreme 
Court bench, Lamb & Johnson, composed 
of the other members of the firm, Col. 
Albert E. Lamb and Elvan R. Johnson, 
a brother of the retiring member. - 

Buffalo, N. Y.—T. B. Lockwood has 
opened an office in the Morgan building. 

Glens Falls, N. Y.—N. C. Fowler has 
become a member of the firm of Ashley 
& Williams. The new firm name is 
Ashley, Williams & Fowler. 

Honesdale, N. Y.—Lawrence Atkinson 
has opened an office here. 

Hornelisville, N. Y¥.—Harry Gronger 
has opened an office here. 

Larkin, N. Y.—Walter Wertime has 
located here. 

Lowville, N. Y.—Jay C. Bardo has 
opened an office here. 

New York City—Robert J. Ingersoll 
has taken a suite of offices in the Postal 
Telegraph Building, 253 Broadway. 

New York city.—Seldon Bacon has en- 
tered the firm of Sackett & McQuaid, 
the new firm being Sackett, Bacon & 
McQuaid. 

New York City.—S. W. Vandivert of 


Kinsley, Kan., has located here and 
formed a partnership with S. M. Garden- 
shire, with offices at 11 Pine street. 


Syracuse, N. Y.—Alexander H. Cowie, 
Assistant District Attorney, has _ re- 
signed to become a member of the firm 
of Hiscock, Doheny, Willams & Cowie. 

Altoona, Pa.—John K. Patterson and 
Thomas C. Hare have formed a partner- 
ship. 

Athens, Pa.—Carlin & Beaman is a 
new firm here. 

Duquesne, Pa.—B. F. Thompson has 
opened an office here. 

Erie, Pa.—Frank 
opened an office here. 

Johnstown, Pa.—Joseph F. Biddle has 
opened an office here. 

Pottsville, Pa.—Richard H. Koch has 
been appointed Judge of Schuylkill Coun- 
ty, to succeed the late Mason Weidman. 

Priceburg, Pa.—M. F. Conroy of 
Scranton has located here. 

Scranton, Pa.—Edward Hall will lo- 
cate at Boston, Dec. 1. 

Norfolk, Va.—F. M. Simmons, James 
H. Pore and E. W. Ward have formed a 
partnership, with offices here, Smithfield 
and Newberne. 

Martinsburg, W. Va.—Newton D. Bak- 
er, Jr., has associated himself with the 
firm of Flick & Westenhaver. 

Parkersburg, W. Va.—John H. Thomp- 
son of Butler, Pa., has located here. 


Thompson has 
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awyers’ 
Surety Co. 


OF NEW YORK, 
MUTUAL LIFE BUILDING, 
Nos. 32,34 and 36 Liberty Street, NEW YORK. 


Broot lyn Office, 166 Montague Street. 


Bonds and Undertakings of all Kinds 
BEQUIRED BY THE COURTS. 


The law allows fiduciaries to include in their ac- 
counts, as an administ: ative expense, the fee charged 
by this company for its suretyship upon their bonds, 
which are accepted by the Courts in place of twoor 
more individual bondsmen. 

THIS 1S THE ONLY COMPANY CONFINING ITS BUSI- 
NESS EXCLUSIVELY TO BONDS AND UNDERTAKINGS 
REQUIREO BY THE COURTS. IT DOES NOT IN- 
SURE THE FIDELITY OF EMPLOYEES, BECAUSE IT 
1S IMPRACTICABLE FOR THEM TO INDEMNIFY THE 
COMPANY AGAINST LOSS. 

JOEL B. ERHARDT, President. 
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Parkersburg, W. Va.—Judge J. G. Mc- 
Cluer and C. D. Farrer have formed a 
partnership. 

Parkersburg, W. Va.—W. B. Anderson 
of Wheeling has located here and formed 
a partnership with Mr. Eldrede. 


—_—_-s—___—— 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


Carrollton, Ala.—Thamas M. Owen has 
opened an office in this city. 


Gadsen, Ala.—George D. Motley and 
William D. Shart have formed a part- 
nership under the firm name of Motley & 
Shart. 


Little Rock, Ark.—G. W. Shinn has lo- 
cated at Chicago, Il. 


Apalachicola, Fla.—R. J. Boone of 
Marianna has located here. 


Jacksonville, Fla.—Walker & L'Engle 
have dissolved. 


Jacksonville, Fla.—H. P. Bailey has 
opened an office in this city. 

Tampa, Fla.—Hudson*Curry of Fort 
Myers, has located here. 

Aalanta, Ga.—Samuel K. Abbott has 
been admitted as a member to the firm 
of Abbott & Cox. The new firm name is 
Abbott, Cox & Abbott. 

Cordele, Ga.—J. T. Alsop of Greenville, 
Ala., has located here. 

Darien, Ga.—E. L. Wilcox has located 
here. 

Fitzgerald, Ga.—Judge George Byrnes 
of Jasper, Ind., has located here. 

Jesup, Ga.—Charles L. Collins of St. 
Augustine, Fla., has located here. 

Lexington, Ga.—M. A. Fleming of 
Carnesville has located here. 

Toccoa, Ga.—Frederick W. Flint, Jr., 
of Mt. Airy has located here. 

Charlotte, N. C—D. K. Pope has 
opened an office here. 

Elizabeth, N. C.—P. H. Williams has 
opened an office here. 

King City, N. C.—R. C. Nelson has Jo- 
cated here. 

Knoxville, Tenn.—Herbert Sanford of 
Milwaukee, Wis., has located here. « 

Knoxville, Tenn.—Horace A. Mann 
has formed a partnership with R. K. 
Robinson of Madisonville. 

Sevierville, Tenn.— Beauford McKin- 
ney of Park, McKiuney & Park of Mossy 
Creek, has located here. 

Ft. Worth, Tex.—P. P. Mason of Mur- 
freesboro, Ind., has located here. 
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CENTRAL STATES. 


Assumption, Ill.—P. M. D. Dowdall of 
Taylorville has located here. 


Chicago, I1l—C. H. Coates of Appleton, 
Wis., has located here. 

Chicago, Ill.—McMurdy & Job—Robert 
McMurdy and Fred W. Job—have dis- 
solved. 

Fairbury, Ill.—James P. Grove of Col- 
fax has located here. 

Lena, Ill.—Clifford Hersey of Coffin’s 
Grove has located here. 


Lincoln, Ill.—F. F. Miller of Troy has 
located here. 

Madison, Ill—L. A. Marcoot of Venice 
has located here and formed a partner- 
ship with T. T. Hinde. 

Paxton, Ill—O. H. Nylie thinks good 
times have come, he having received for 
collection within a short period over 

Peoria, Ill—Frank S. Fulton and L. C. 
Eagles have formed a partnership un- 
der the firm name of Fulton & Eagles. 


Peoria, Ill—Attorney Bulware has 
withdrawn from the firm of Barnes & 
Bulware, and has associated himself 
with the firm of Whittmore & Barnes, 
the new firm name being Whittmore, 
Barnes & Bulware. 

Anderson, Ind.—William F. Rawlins of 
Knightstown has located here. 

Augusta, Ind.—Clyde Carlin has been 
admitted to the bar. 

Crawfordsville, Ind.—Miss Thiza Spru- 
han has been admitted to the bar. 

Crawfordsville, Ind.—Coppage and 
Carpenter have dissolved, Mr. Carpenter 
retiring to accept a place in the firm 
of White & Reeves. 

Franklin, Ind.—W. E. Deupree and L. 
Ert Slack have formed a partnership un- 
der the firm name of Deupree & Slack. 


Indianapolis, Ind.—John J. Blaney of 
Claysville, Pa., has located here. 

Indianapolis, Ind.—John D. Thomson 
and Larz Whitcomb have formed a 
partnership. 

New Castle, Ind.—Enoch Nation and 
Clarence Beard have formed a partner- 
ship. 

Richmond, Ind.—Josiah Marvel of Wil- 
mington, Del., has located here. 

Shelbyville, Ind.—Harrison and Blair 
have dissolved. 

Wabash, Ind.—Albert Baumbauer has 
opened an office in the Ross Block. 

Des Moines, Ia.—Frank Wisdem of 
Creston has located here. 

Hawarden, Ia.—C. A. Plank has with- 
drawn from the partnership with A. R. 
Molyneux, and has formed a partner- 
ship with Attorney Hutchinson. 


Nevada, Ia.—S. R. Clute has opened an 
office here. 

Emporia, Kan.—J. E. Lambert and W. 
L. Huggins have formed a partnership. 

Lawrence, Kan.—Robert Manley and 
Hugh Meons have formed a partner- 
ship. 

Oberlin, Kan.—Miss Fannie McConchie 
has been admitted to the bar. 

Lindsborg, Kan.—John F. Hanson has 
opened an office here. 

Pittsburg, Kan.—J. Luther Taylor has 
located here. 

Washington, Kan.—Mrs. J. Ellen Fos- 
ter and Mrs. Ellen Spencer Mussey 
have formed a partnership under the 
name of Foster & Mussey. 

Bardstown, Ky.—John and George S. 
Fulton have formed a partnership. 

Bowling Green, Ky.—Criswell Baptiste 
of Mississippi has located here. 

Frankfort, Ky.—Charles R. Posey of 
Lawrenceburg, has located here. 

Lebanon, Ky.—Clem S. Hill has locat- 
ed here. 

Lexington, Ky.—N. H. Hobbs and 
John L. Owens have formed a partner- 





ship under the firm name of Hobbs & 
Owens. 


Louisville, Ky.—William M. Smith, 
United States District Attorney, has lo- 
cated here from Mayfield. 


Louisville, Ky.—Burrell H. Farnsley 
and Harry L. Meons have formed a 
partnership under the firm name of 
Farnsley & Meons. 


Battle Creek, Mich.—Duane Salisbury 
of Ann Arbor has located here. 


Benton Harbor, Mich. — Attorney 
Bracelin of Menominee has located here. 


Detroit, Mich.—George A. Marston of 
Bay City has formed a partnership with 
Irving Durfee and Elmer L. Allor of this 
city, under the firm name of Durfee, Al- 
lar & Marston. 


Flint, Mich.—Lester L. Burton has 
opened an office here. 

Gladwin, Mich.—C. B. Wilmot 
opened an office here. 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—H. M. Dunham 
of Cadillac has located here and formed 
a partnership with Mr. Frankford, with 
offices in the Tower Block. 

Hillsdale, Mich.—Bailey & Janes have 
dissolved. 

Hillsdale, Mich.—C. M. Barre and W. 
J. Sampson have formed a partnership. 

Lansing, Mich.—Frank Doen has re- 
sumed the practice. 

Lansing, Mich.—E. Edward Foerster 
has opened an office here. 

Marquette, Mich.—Gad 
opened an office here. 

Marquette, Mich.—Charles Kelsey has 
been appointed Probate Judge of Mar- 
quette County. 

New Buffalo, Mich.—Fire recently de- 
stroyed the library of J. B. Phelps. 

Owosso, Mich.—George Brown has 
opened an office here. 

Port Huron, Mich.—Merriam & Well- 
man have dissolved. 

Port Huron, Mich.—Alexander Stewart 
is now connected with Chadwick & Mc- 
Ilwain. 

Sturgis, Mich.—Frederick Clark has 
opened an office here. 

Morris, Minn.—H. T. Bevans 
opened an office here. 

Morris, Minn.—Roy L. Stone 
opened an office at this place. 

Carthage, Mo.—T. C. Tadlock of Lan- 
caster and J. B. Loyd have formed a 
partnership here. 

Kansas City, Mo.—James Reed of Tus- 
cuola, Ill., has located here. 

Moberly, Mo.—C. H. Miller has opened 
an office here. 

Nevada, Mo.—L. L. Scott and W. M. 
Bowker have formed a partnership. 

Republic, Mo.—J. N. Britain has 
opened an office here. 

Rich Hill, Mo.—Silver Bros. of Butler 
have succeeded to the business of Jere- 
miah Culbertson of this place. John Sil- 
vers will have charge of the affairs here. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—J. S. Boyer and John 
D. McNeely have formed a partnership. 

St. Louis, Mo.—Lee Bond of Leaven- 
worth has located here. 

St. Louis, Mo.—Willard Butts of Car- 
roliton, Ky., has located here. 

St. Louis, Mo.—C. E. Ritchie of Craw- 
fordsville, Ind., has formed a partner- 
ship with B. F. Wyler of this city. 

Nebraska City, Neb.—E. F. Warren 
and L. F. Jackson have formed a part- 
nership. 

Valentine, Neb.—R. G. Easley of New 
Albany, Ind., has located here. 

Cavalier, N. D.—W. R. Garrett has lo- 
cated here. 

Langdon, N. D.—Frederick McLean 
has located here. 

Cincinnati, O.—Green City of. Rich- 
mond, Ky., has formed a partnership 
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For Brain-Workers, the Weak and 
Debilitated. 


Horsford’s Acid Phosphate 


is without exception, the Best 
Remedy for relieving Mental 
and Nervous Exhaustion; and 
where the system has become 
debilitated by disease, it acts 
as a general tonic and vitalizer, 
affording sustenance to both 
brain and body. 

Dr. E. Cornell Esten, Philadel- 
phia, Pa., says: “I have met with the 
greatest and most satisfactory results 
in dyspepsia and general derang¢ ment 


of the cerebral and nervous systems, 
causing debility and exhaustion.” 


Descriptive pamphlet free on application to 
Rumford Chemical Works, Previdence, R. 1. 
For sale by all Druggists. 


Beware of Sabstituies and Imitations. 








Do You Want Gold? 


Everyone desires to keep informed on 
Yukon, the Klondyke and Alaskan gold 
fields. Send 10c. for large Compendium of 
vast information and big color map to 
Hamilton Pub. Co., Indianapolis, Ind. 
with Judge Ellis B. Gregg of this city, 
with offices in the Blymer Building. 

Cincinnati, O.—A law firm has been 
established in this city the members of 
which are C. B. Matthews, brother of the 
late Stanley Matthews, Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States; Har- 
lan Cleveland, United States District At- 
torney for the Southern District of Ohio, 
and Robert B. Bowler, ex-Comptroller of 
the Treasury. 

Dayton, O.—George M. Leopold and W. 
H. Miller have formed a partnership. 

Jefferson, O.—Winchester Fitch and E. 
H. Fitch, Jr., have formed a partnership 
with offices here and at Ashtabula. 

Lebanon, Ohio.—Marion Hamilton and 
Lee M. Henderson of Wayneville have 
formed a partnership and located here. 

Mansfield, O.—E. M. Palmer and R. E. 
Hutchinson have formed a partnership. 

Toledo, O.—Alexander Smith = and 
George W. Beckwith have formed a part- 
nership. 

Toledo, Ohio.—N. O. Winter of Bucy- 
rus has opened an office in the Spitzer 
Building. 

Antioch, Wis.—John McDonald has 
located here. 

Baraboo, Wis.—R. E. Nayes has opened 
an office here. 

Burlington, Wis.—Henry Madigan of 
Beaver Dam has located here. 

Eau Claire, Wis.—Julius Gilbertson 
has opened an office here. 

Green Bay, Wis.—A. G. M. Masse has 
opened an office in this city. 

Madison, Wis.—George W. Bird, Will- 
iam H. Rogers and Hobart 8. Bird have 
formed a _ partnership under the firm 
name of Bird, Rogers & Bird. 
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BOND'S COMMERCIAL AGENCY, 


Central Offices, 1131-2-3-4-5-6 Unity Building, Chicago, Ill. 
COMMERCIAL LAW, COLLECTIONS AND REPORTS. 


Forwarding Department.—We do a large forwarding business for the best class of wholesale houses. 
Receiving Department.—We have a special department for the handling ot Chicago commercial law and collections. 
Publishing Department.—We publish “ BOND’S LEGAL DIRECTORY,” with monthly supplements. It con- 


tains the largest list of correspondents in publication. 








Correspondence solicited. Special rates to the trade on the 
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1896 edition and to attorneys on the 1897 edition, which is now being compiled. wh. WAL ena tae : 











PACIFIC STATES. 


Red Cliff, Cal.—Charles A. Garter of 
San Francisco has located here. 

San Francisco, Cal.—R. L. Simpson of 
Woodland has formed a partnership with 
W. H. Schoaler of this city. 

Visalia, Cal.—Albert Greene of Santa 
Cruz has located here. 

Visalia, Cal.—Doggett & Adams have 
dissolved. 

Colorado Springs, Col.—Walter Scott 
has located here. 

Genesee, Idaho.—Scott Ogden of Mos- 
cow, Wash., has located here. 

Butte, Mont.—Bernie Noon has located 
here. 

Salt Lake, Utah.—D. D. Houtz and M. 
M. Warner have formed a partnership. 

Salt Lake, Utah.—S. R. Thurman and 
Senator Rawlins have formed a partner- 
ship. 

Pullman, Wash.—A. H. Rohrig of 
Peola, Kan., has located here. 

Spokane, Wash.—Charles Hebberd and 
Aaron Brayton of Lacrosse, Wis., have 
located here. 

6G 


CANADA. 


Morristown, Can.—A. M. Meldrum has 
opened an office here. 

Halifax, N. 8.—R. C. Weldon, R. E. 
Harris, W. A. Henry and C. H. Cahan 
have formed a partnership under the 
firm name of Harris, Henry and Cahan. 

Perth, Ont.—F. W. Hall of Hall & Hall 
has opened an office in Smith’s Falls. 
His brother, J. M. Hall, will become jun- 
ior partner in the Perth office, and will 
continue the business of the branch at 
Lanark as usual. 


Sault Ste. Marie, Ont.—Uriah McFad- 
den has joined the firm of McFadden & 
Farwell. 

Tilbury, Ont.—D. A. McDonald of 
Woodstock has opened an office here. 

Toronto, Ont.—Howland, Arnoldi & 
Johnston have dissolved, O. A. Howland 
retiring. 

Toronto, Ont.—Sydney B. Woods has 
become a member of the firm of Du Ver- 
net & Jones. The new firm will be Du 
Vernet, Jones & Woods. 


Windsor, Ont.—Thomas Scullard and 
J. B. Rankin have former a partnership 
under the firm name of Scullard & Co. 

Montreal, P. Q.—John W. Cook has be- 
come a member of the firm of Hall & 
Co., which will be known under the firm 
name of Hall, Cross, Brown, Sharpe & 
Cook. 

Sweetsburg, P. Q.—Mr. Rainville of Ar- 
thabaskaville has formed a partnership 
with H. T. Duffy of this place. 


NEWS AND NOTES. 


Edwin J. Wilbur Injured. 


Edwin J. Wilbur, founder of the Wil- 
bur Mercantile Agency, and one of the 
oldest attorneys in Chicago, was serious- 
ly injured recently while riding on a 
North Clark street car, near Indiana 
street. He is now at his home, No. 6200 








Woodlawn avenue, and grave fears are 
entertained for his recovery. 

The shock attending a concussion over 
the left eye will, it is thought, have a 
severe effect upon Mr. Wilbur, who is 70 
years old. 

Mr. Wilbur went to the north side to 
attend to some business, and upon re- 
turning boarded a limits car. He was 
standing on the rear platform when at 
Indiana street he was seized with an 
epileptic fit. Mr. Wilbur staggered, 
grasped blindly at several persons who 
were standing near him, and then, be- 
fore they could come to his assistance, 
he collapsed. In falling his head struck 
against the guard rail of the car, and a 
deep wound was inflicted over the left 
eye. 

Mr. Wilbur was born in Dutchess 
County, New York, in 1826. After at- 
tending school and upon attaining his 
majority he joined the tide of emigration 
across the plains to California, where he 
spent two years in the mines, and then 
drifted back to New York. For twenty 
years he devoted himself to the dry 
goods business in Poughkeepsie, N. Y., 
abandoning that finally for a position 
with the Eastman Business College. 
Later he was connected with the Daily 
and Weekly News of Poughkeepsie, and 
upon severing his connection with those 
papers made his way out West, where he 
associated himself with his brother, Hon. 
Mark D. Wilbur, who was organizing a 
new system of operating a reporting and 
collecting agency. This business evolved 
into the Wilbur Mercantile Agency, the 
headquarters of which were established 
in Chicago in 1876, with Edwin J. Wil- 
bur as secretary and manager. 

While attending to this business Mr. 
Wilbur devoted a part of his time to the 
study of law, completing a course at the 
Union College of Law, from which he 
was graduated in 1882. 
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LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


John Hipp of Denver, Col., has been 
dropped from the list of attorneys in this 
journal. 

Fitzhugh Fry of Charlottesville, Va., it 
is reported, has left that place for parts 
unknown. It is charged that he did not 
remit the money to his client that had 
been collected by him. He executed a 
deed of trust to secure his creditors, and 
agreed to pay a certain amount per 
month, but has suddenly disappeared. 

It is reported from Sioux City, Iowa, 
that Isaac Dillon has commenced suit 
against T. P. Murphy for $572.00. Dillon 
claims he gave Murphy two notes to col- 
lect, that they were paid and the money 
never remitted. Murphy claims to have 
a complete defense, and says the same 
action was filed Sept. 7 in the Hennepin 
County (Minn.) Court. On that ground 
he will question the jurisdiction of the 
local tribunal. 
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CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT ASSO- 
CIATIONS. 





The Milwaukee Association has de- 
cided, instead of holding a regular 
monthly meeting, to have quarterly 
gatherings in the form of a regular din- 








ner, and at which an attractive pro- 
gramme wil be presented. 


The following notice has been sent out 
by Secretary Boocock: 

“The National Association of Credit Men, 
Secretary’s Office, 20 Nassau Street, 
New York. 

“Notice is hereby given that a meeting 
of the members of the National Assccia- 
tion of Credit Men will be held at the 
office of the association, 20 Nassau street, 
in the city of New York, at 3 o’clock 
p. m., on the eighth day of December, 
1897, to determine the question of in- 
corporating said association for the 
same purposes and with the same corpo- 
rate name, under the provisions of arti- 
cle XI. of the Membership Corporations 
law of the State of New York. 

“Dated New York, Oct. 4, 1897. 


“JAMES G. CANNON, 


“President. 
“FREDERICK R. B ° 
“Secretary.” 


Secretary Boocock has just returned 
from a very enjoyable visit with the 
Rochester Credit Association. 

The National Association has sent the 
following letter to local associations, as- 
signing as the uniform topic for the No- 
vember meetings, “Fake Advertising:” 

“New York, Oct. 22, 1897. 

“Dear Sir—After very careful consid- 
eration we have deemed it expedient to 
ask our local associations to consider at 
their November meeting the advisability 
of appointing a special committee for 
the purpose of investigating the accu- 
racy of any advertisement appearing in 
their community that may be called into 
question, and the adoption of such meas- 
ures as will protect the general public 
and legitimate business houses from the 
deception and injury following untruth- 
ful commercial announcements. 

“There is no doubt in the minds of those 
who have given the subject study but 
that “fake advertisements” constitute a 
very severe abuse in our mercantile life. 
This unfortunate method of business 
practiced by houses who would indig- 
nantly resent any imputation on the in- 
tegrity of their customs, simply because 
they mistake things of this kind as en- 
terprise, is so interwoven with the credit 
system as to demand our positive action. 

“Credit is confiderice. Let confidence 
between man and man be unduly shaken, 
and our social, political and commercial 
fabric will be shattered. The tendency 
of the age should be to inspire confi- 
dence, not to undermine it, and every 
action should be invoked that will influ- 
ence, even in the slightest degree, the 
increase of that condition. Only by the 
perpetuation of confidence can our credit 
system be saved from destruction, and 
it, therefore, devolves upon our associa- 
tion to deal with every business custom 
that impairs that confidence. ‘How 
many ‘fire’ sales, ‘damaged goods’ sales, 
‘bankruptcy’ sales are legitimately what 
is claimed for them? How many ad- 
vertisements appearing in the daily 
press of our large trade centres, for the 
purpose of attracting the eye and influ- 
encing trade, are based strictly upon 
facts and backed by the ability and in- 
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tention to do as set forth? Such base 
fabrications as these so frequently prove 
to be, form a very decided imposition 
upon straightforward business, and 
should be rebuked by this association 
with its full energy and power. 

“This play upon the confidence of the 
masses is worthy of severe condemna- 
tion, and unless the custom is checked 
it is likely to grow into an abuse of such 
magnitude as to call into question the 
integrity of our entire commercial struc- 
ture and nullify the faith of the people 
in business agreements. 

“On behalf of honest merchants, whose 
methods are never to be questioned, and 
in support of that confidence, without 
which trade dealings would always be 
regarded with suspicion, would it not 
tbe well for our association to place itself 
upon record as intending to expose any 
and every advertisement that, upon in- 
vestigation, proves to be false and mis- 
leading. 

“Some time since there appeared in 
the Dry Goods Economist articles upon 
this subject, and particularly in refer- 
ence to the German law which seeks to 
remedy this evil. During the last ses- 
sion of the New York Legislature a bill 
much in accordance with the German 
law was introduced, but failed of adop- 
tion. In order that your members may 
be able to consider the subject more 
thoroughly we have had these articles, 
along with the bill in question, repro- 
duced in pamphlet form, and have sent 
you a sufficient supply to enable you to 
send one to each of your members, along 
with notice of meeting. 

“We in no way indorse this bill, nor do 
we wish to convey the impression that 
we are in favor of legislative action 
upon this subject, and only send the 
document to indicate the way this mat- 
ter is viewed in certain quarters. 

“Kindly ask two or three of your 
prominent members to prepare to speak 
upon the topic and upon the inclosed 
resolutions, which we suggest for your 
consideration. By such action as this 
we may, perhaps, emphasize the fact 
that this movement exists solely for the 
best interests of trade and commerce, 
and that we have no other motive save 
the elevation and advancement of busi- 
ness customs, either through reforma- 
tion or regeneration. 

“Resolutions suggested by the Na- 
tional Association of Credit Men for con- 
sideration by twenty-two local credit 
men’s associations, at their November 


meeting: 
“RESOLUTIONS REGARDING ‘FAKE 
ADVERTISING.’ 

“Whereas, Advertisements are fre- 
quently made of a sensational character 
for the purpose of attracting trade, 
which are misleading in their intent and 
— oftentimes in their statements, 
and, 

“*Whereas, Such publications have a 
tendency to shake public confidence in 
business methods, and in the integrity 
of business men, thus calling into ques- 
tion the honesty of commercial dealings 
and bringing into disrepute all trade an- 
nouncements; therefore, be it 

“ ‘Resolved, That this association in- 
dicate its positive disapprobation of 
“fake advertising’ and records its inten- 
tion of using its full powers in protect- 
ing the public from any such imposi- 
tion; and be it further 

“ ‘Resolved, That a special committee 
be appointed by the president for the 
purpose of investigating all announced 
“fire sales,’ “‘bankruptcy sales,” “dam- 
aged goods sales,” “special bargain 
sales,” and such other “sales” as may, 
from time to time be advertised in our 
community, and about the legitimacy of 
which any question may be raised; and 
be it further 

*“ ‘Resolved, That such committee be 
authorized to take such steps as may be 
deemed by them judicious, either in 
looking to prosecution of such offenders 
of equity and justice, or in announcing 
in public print the falsity of such adver- 
tisements.’ ”’ 





Incidents Connected With Judges 
and Lawyers. 
“What’s the main point of 
good lawyer, Mr. Brief?’ 


“Well, young man, with the most of 
us it is to make our work as fees-able as 
possible.” 


being a 


Mrs. Oyer—They say your husband is 
a splendid cross-examiner in a lawsuit. 

Mrs. Terminer—Well, he ought to be— 
he’s cross as can be at home. 


Willie—Pa, what’s a test case? 

Pa—lIt’s a case brought up in court to 
decide whether there is enough in it to 
justify the lawyers in working up simi- 
lar cases. 








Judge—Don’'t you think that this is a 
matter which could be settled out of 
court? 

Plaintiff—Can't be done, Your Honor. 
I thought of that, but the cowardly de- 
fendant will not fight. 


Teacher—A rich man dies and leaves 
$1,000,000—one-fifth to his son, one-sixth 
to his daughter, one-seventh to his wife, 
one-eighth to his brother and the rest 
to foreign missions—what does each one 
get?” 

Little Willy Briefs—A lawyer!—Puck. 


“Can’t tell anything about the case 
yet,” said the lawyer, ‘“‘the jury is hung.” 


“Jerusalem!” exclaimed the prisoner, 
“that does beat all! But I knowed my 
friends ‘ud lynch ‘em ef they got a 
chance at ‘em!’’—Atlanta Constitution. 

He had just been sentenced to thirty 
days for stealing and eating two apples. 
“Fifteen days,” said one of the bystand- 
ers in the courtroom, “for stealing an ap- 
ple? That’s a high price.” 

“That’s nothing,”’ said another, 
took only one and was 
hard labor for life.” 


“Adam 
condemned to 


Wave: A well-known judge, noted for 
his tendency to explain things to his ju- 
ries, expre*sed in a recent case his own 
ideas with such force that he was sur- 
prised the jurors thought of leaving the 
box. They did leave it, however, and 
were out hours. Inquiring the trouble, 
the judge was told one of the twelve 
was standing out against the eleven. He 
summoned the jury and rebuked the re- 


calcitrant sharply. ‘Your Honor,” said 
the juror, “may I say a word?” “Yes, 
sir,” said the indignant judge; “what 


have you to say?” “Well, what I want- 
ed to say is, “I’m the only fellow that’s 
on your side.” 


It was in a negligence case recently, 
and a good-natured Irishman was a wit- 
ness. 

The judges, lawyers and everybody else 
were trying their best to extract from 
the Irishman something about the speed 
of a train. 


“Was it going fast?’’ asked the judge. 

“Aw, yis, it were,’”” answered the wit- 
ness. 

“How fast?” 

“Oh, purty fasht, Your Honor.” 

“Well, how fast?’ 

“Aw, purty fasht.”’ 

“Was it as fast as a man can run?” 

“Aw, yis,”’ glad that the basis for an 
analogy was supplied. ‘As fasht as two 
min kin run.’’—Buffalo Enquirer. 


The seat of a juryman absent from the 
court was taken possession of by a dog. 
The judge, addressing one of the counsel, 
said: ‘You see, Mr. Bosworth, the jury- 
men’s seats are all occupied, are you 
ready to proceed?” The lawyer raised 
his glasses to his eyes, and, after a brief 
survey of the jury box, made the witty 
reply: “Your honor, that fellow might 
do for a judge, but I should hate to trust 
him for a juryman.” The judge joined 
heartily in the laugh that followed. 
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The entering class of the Syracuse, 
(N. Y.) Law School has elected the fol- 
lowing class officers: President, Charles 
E. Cooney; vice-president, Arthur J. 
Brewster; secretary, E. F. Shea; treas- 
urer, Basil Aylesworth. 


Another gift of $15,000 has been an- 
nounced for the Yale Law School. The 
donor is John W. Hendrie of South 
Beach, Ct., one of the most generous 
patrons of the school. He has now 
given $60,000 to the institution. It is 
expected that the new building will be 
completed in a few months. 


The seniors of Cornell University 
School of Law recently elected the fol- 
lowing officers: Don W. Almy, James- 
town, president; G. W. Reynolds, Elmira, 
vice-president; J. G. Gregg, Trunans- 
burg, retary; L. T. Plummer, Lisbon 
Falls, e., treasurer; athletic director, 
E. D. Colson, Buffalo, 'varsity crew cox- 
swain and captain. 


The Albany (N. Y.) Law School recent- 
ly elected officers, the regular ticket 
winning except in four cases. The fol- 
lowing is the result: President, J. G. 
Beckwith, Jr.; vice-president, Andrew J. 
McNaught, Jr.; chairman Executive 
Committee, Louis K. R. Laird; secretary, 
Charles A. Denneen; treasurer, Robert 
W. Scott; addressor, Charles E. Flaesch; 
orator, James W. Veeder; historian, John 
W. Barrett; poet, Ronald Dawson; 
prophet, William J. Grattan; toastmas- 
ter, G. Howard Curtice; marshal, Per- 
ley A. Pitcher; Executive Committee, 
James Gibson, Jr., Stanley Shepherd, 
Edwin A. Mackey. 


The senior law class of Columbian Uni- 
versity, Washington, D. C., recently 
elected class officers for the school year. 
All the future lawyers connected with the 
school were present to take part in the 
voting. Enthusiastic speeches were 
made in belalf of William E. Kirk of 
Texas, and Galen L. Tait of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for the class presi- 
dency. The result of the ballot was: 
Mr. Kirk, 48; Mr. Tait, 42. Other offi- 
cers were elected as follows: Vice-presi- 
dent, A. F. Sellhausen; secretary, H. 
Robinson; treasurer, Philip Tindall. The 
class was presided over the past year 
by Mr. John Womack Wright of Wash- 
ington. 


The Law School of the New York Uni- 
versity, New York city, was formally 
opened recently in the University Build- 
ing, Washington Square. Chancellor 
MacCracken delivered an address to the 
students in the large lecture room on 
the tenth floor. There was also an even- 
ing session, at which a number of short 
addresses were given by members of the 
faculty. Dean Ashley, who was serious- 
ly ill in August, and is now recuperating, 
was unable to be present, and Prof. 
Isaac F. Russell, of Brooklyn, was the 
principal speaker of the evening. 

There are important changes in the 
faculty. Prof. Sommer will succeed Dr. 
Tiedeman, who has decided to give all 
his time to literary work, and Dean Ash- 
ley wil take the work of Judge William 
Wirt Howe, who has given up his chair 
in equity jurisprudence. 


The fourteenth term of the law school 
of the University of Oregon opened re- 
cently in the United States courtroom, 
Portland. Richard H. Thornton, pro- 





fessor in charge, delivered a lecture to 
the first and second year students on 


“Lord Mansfield as a Lawyer.” There 
was a large attendance, many attorneys 
and members of the alumni being pres- 
ent, and the lecture, which was a care- 
ful analysis of the character and ability 
of the great British jurist, was well re- 
ceived. 

The aspirants for the title of LL. B. 
who have thus far left their names with 
Prof. Thornton are: 

Joseph B. Beck, Charles Bockman, W. 
E. Borden, A. B. Brown, H. C. Bryson, 
J. R. Dimmick, Louis Gerlinger, Charles 
P. Haight, Frank Hallman, F. C. Hoeck- 
er, Julius Hodgin, 8S. W. Holmes, E. E. 
Kirkpatrick, W. E. Livengood, C. J. Mc- 
Cracken, A. M. McFarland, F. L. Mor- 
gan, W. L. Morgan, B. A. Neal, 8. W. 
Scott, L. F. Steel, R. Trimble, Richard 
Wright. It is expected that at least 
five more students will enter the school 
during the next few weeks. 

This is a very different state of affairs 
from that which existed at the opening 
of the school’s first term, in 1884, when 
George M. Hoyt, now dead, and John 
M. Pittenger composed the first class to 
enter the school. Mr. Thornton was 
professor in charge then as now, and 
the first lecturers were the late Judge 
Matthew P. Deady, Judge E. D. Shat- 
tuck and J. W. Whalley. Students were 
scarcer than instructors; but as soon as 
it became known throughout the North- 
west that there was a law school, and a 
good one, in Portland, it never lacked 
them again. 
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BOOK REVIEWS. 


“Competency and Rights of Wit- 
nesses.” By Russell Headley, Albany, N. 
Y. Matthew Bender, publisher. 

In this day of modern law and its prac- 
tice it would seem that the subject of a 
witness being competent to testify could 
hardly be questioned in any phase of a 
case, but an excursion through this work 
will convince one long in the practice 
that there have been more contentions 
and decisions rendered upon this ques- 
tion than is generally supposed. The 
citation of authorities is without num- 
ber and from every State and Territory 
in this country, and upon some very im- 
portant questions. The work is evidence 
of a thorough research by the author, 
and with a view of meeting the require- 
ments of the trial lawyer. It is made up 
of nearly three hundred pages, and is 
nicely bound in sheep. 


“Commentary on Mechanics’ Lien Law 
for the State of New York.” Edward L. 
Heydecker, Albany, N. Y. Matthew 
Bender, publisher. 

The subject of mechanics’ liens has be- 
come a very important one, and must 
necessarily be governed entirely by 
statutory law. The subject has been 
treated by some writers in this State, 
but not exclusively in one volumn, or 
perhaps as thoroughly as has Mr. Hey- 
decker. There is over two hundred pages 
in this volume, in which the author 
treats the subject as a separate branch 
of the law in such a logical way as to 
commend itself to the lawyer. The cita- 
tions in the text are of decisions under 
the consolidated acts. The forms have 
been taken from decisions which have 
pointed out a form to be followed, which 
is the only reliable source of preparing 
forms. On the whole, the book is one of 
the most complete on mechanics’ lien law 
we have had occasion to look at. 


Wait on Fraudulent Conveyances and 
Creditor’s Bills. Frederick S. Wait. 
Baker, Voorhis & Co., publishers, New 
York; $6 net, $6.30 delivered. 

This is the third edition of this book, 
and contains over one hundred and 
eighty pages of new and important mat- 
ter upon the subject of which it treats, 
and so far as we are advised, is the 
latest work upon Fraudulent Convey-~ 
ances. The work treats very fully of the 
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modern procedure regulating creditors’ 
dills, both under the code and chancery 
practice. It brings together the deci- 
sions of the different States as well as 
the federal authorities upon the sub- 
ject. The transactions between husband 
and wife, and fraudulent marriage set- 
tlements has been given much thought 
and research. 

It is a book of over eight hundred 
pages, and presents to the lawyer a 
practical work upon litigation arising 
out of fraudulent conveyances. 

General Digest. American and Eng- 
lish. New series. Vol. III. The Lawyers’ 
Co - operative Publishing Company, 
Rochester, N. Y. 

It has been said that it is not so much 
to know the law as to know where to 
find it. This complaint is now remedied 
since the issuing of volume III. of the 
new series of the general digest. This 
work contains not only every case that 
has been decided since the publication of 
volume III., but it contains an addi- 
tional new feature of the others, in that 
it is annotated. It contains the author- 
ities relied upon by the court in the 
case digested, aside from its own deci- 
sions, with the citation of cases criti- 
cised, distinguished, modified or over- 
ruled. Thus the lawyer is not only en- 
abled to find the question he is looking 
for, but is presented with a citation of 
authorities upon the point. 

On the whole, volume III. appears to 
have assumed that degree of perfection 
that human agency is capable of mak- 


RECENT DEATHS. 


Judge Hiram C. Truesdale, Phoenix, Ariz. 

L. R. Goodrich, Little Rock, Ark. 

Judge B. L. Peel, Los Angeles, Cal. 

Judge Maurice C. Blake, San Francisco, Cal. 
Judge Alvah R. Conklin, San Francisco, Cal. 





William C, Spencer, Elizabeth, N. J, 
Morris Britzfeld, Jersey City, N. J. 
Judge John Hopper, Paterson, N. J. 
David A, Storer, New York city, at New 
“otk 
Robinson, Secretary of the Navy un- 
der President Grant, ‘Trenton, N. J. 
k Kampfer, Albany, N. Y 
Gorham Parks, Albany, N. Y. 
James N. Granger, Bronxville, N. Y. 
John Andrews, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Stephen Condit, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Henry Ingraham, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Emerson W. Keyes, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
William McEnroe, Buffalo, N. Y 
Manning C. Wells, Canandaigua, N. Y. 
William M. Richmond, Charlotte, N. Y. 
Daniel Seward, Middletown, 2 ie 
Augustus M. Cunningham, New York city. 
John Fennel, New York city. 
Arthur P. Hodgkins, New York city. 
Jose E. Silverio Jarrin, New York city. 
William M, Prichard, New York city. 
Charles E. Strong, New York city. 
Francis D. Gilbert, Stamford, N. Y. 
Thomas G. Alvard, Syracuse, N. Y. 
A. B. Clark, Mount Vernon, N. Y. 
William L. Norton, Watkins, N. *.. 
Judge George V. Strong, Raleigh, N. C. 
Judge William Porter, Braceville, Ohio. 
Judge William Jamison, Columbus, Ohio. 
Edwin Phelps, Defiance, Ohio. 
Judge D. W. C. Loudon, Georgetown, Ohio. 
George McMillena, Wilmington, Ohio. 
Judge T. A. Stevens, Portland, Ore. 
Harrison P. Laird, Greensburg, Pa. 
Zuriel Swope, Lancaster, Pa. 
James Hagan, Philadelphia, Pa. 
Lemuel Amerman, Scranton, Pa. 
William T. Barber, West Chester, Pa. 
a J. Monaghan, West Chester, Pa. 
George H. Fisher, Wilkesbarre, Pa. 
Robert Kinnicut, Warren, R. I. 
Hugh L. Fonley, Charleston, S. C. 
John B. Duffie, Sumter, 8S. C. 
Joseph D. Wade, Nashville, Tenn. 
J. J. Wilson, Bethel, Vt. 
Judge J. T. Newman, Luray, Va. 
Thomas J. Kirkpatrick, Richmond, Va. 
Robert F. Dennis, Lewisburg, W. Va. 
Samuel W. Hunt of Hunt & Freeman, 


Augustus Height, Oshkosh, Wis 


Meno- 


minee, Wis. 








WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


— 





Notices of Partner Wanted, Clerkships, For Sale, Etc., 


OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 


A PLALPLALM. PAPAL LIAL —-\LPPLAA 


In many States of the Union laws have been enacted 
prescribing certain duties to be performed by foreign 
corporations which contemplate doing business in suck 


hibit by judicial proceedings the enforcement of con. 
tracts entered into by such corporations that fail to com. 
ply with the spirit of the law. 

Under these circumstances it is apparent that cor. 
porations, intending to do business outside of their re. 
spective States, should have some trustworthy method 
by which they can learn what requirements foreign 


Alabama—GUNTER & GUNTER, Moses Building, 
Montgomery. 


Arizona—ARTHUR J. EDWARDS, Phoenix. 
Arkansas— 
California— 


will be inserted under this head, eight lines or under, 
for $2.00 for one month, $3.00 for two months, or $5.00 
for three months; larger space in proportion. Ali 
notices guaranteed genuine. Unless otherwise stated, 
answers to be addressed care AMERICAN LAWYER’S 
AGENCY, Box 41i. New York City. 


ANTED.—A ttorney 
Win ere Bay md pce in be 5 geet 7 


Robert Baldwin, Stockton, Cal. 
Thomas H. Edsall, Colorado Springs, Col. 
Thomas J. Bradstreet, Thomaston, Ct. 


Warner M. Bateman, Cincinnati, at Washing- 
ton, D. C. 


Judge J. J. Noah, Washington, D. C. 
Judge J. Wafford Tucker, Sanford, Fla. 
Jacob Van Winkle, Atlanta, Ga. 

William M. Ward, Greenfield, Ill. 

Judge J. C. Suit, Frankfort, Ind. 

John E. Mason, Montpelier, Ind. 

B. Theophious Brumbaugh, Redkey, Ind. 
James H. Williamson, Ridgeville, Ind. 
Charles W. Dunstan, Atoka, I. T. 

George A. Holmes, Council Bluffs, Iowa. 


Colorado— 
Connecticut— 
Delaware— 
Florida— 
Georgia— 
Idaho— 


iiasis Novae, FOLLANSBEE & O'CONNOR, 68 La 
Salle st., Chicago 


Indiana— 

Iowa—DAY & CORRY, 408 W. Locust st., Des Moines. 
Kansas— 

Kentucky—D. 8. BAKER, 250 Fifth st., Louisville. 
Touisiana— 

Maine - 





“B,” care American Lawyers’ Agency. 





Adaes? 
Judge Byron Rice, Des Moines, Iowa. WA the fol llowing dates: ae, 1898 Soramben, Maryland— 
Judge R. A. Reaburn, Bmporia, Kan. _ SSreranel —_ plete volumes for the library Massachusetts— 

‘ Pe — of Covington, Ky., at Leav- | ican Bankers’ Agency. a. Whitney Opera House 


R. H. C. Searle, Topeka, Kan. Minnesota—HENRY M. FARNAM, 826 Guaranty Loan 
Judge L. Grider, Bowling Green, Ky. Building, Minneapolis. 
Judge J. W. Menzie, Falmouth, Ky. Mississippi— 


Frank M. Hard, Georgetown, Ky. 
Judge Milton Stevenson, Georgetown, Ky. 
Charles F. Wing, Greenville, Ky. 
Harry Warner, New Orleans, La. 
Bolan F. Field, Belfast, Me. 
John F. Hartley, Saco, Me. 

- Wiiliam Daniel, Baltimore, Md. 
Charles C. Crothers, Elkton, Md. 
William H. J. Tiernan, Chelsea, Mass. 

~ William H. Briggs, East Douglas, Mass. 
William R. Rowell, Methuen, Mass. 
Judge John S. Scammel, Milford, Mass. 
Elliot Sanford, Raynham, Mass. 
Benjamin H. McFall, West Medford, 
Judge Keyes Danforth, Williamstown, 
John W. Wetherall, Worcester, Mass. 
Edward A. Foote, Charlotte, Mich. 


Charles W. Jones of Pensacola, Fia., 
troit, Mich. 


Judge Peter Pasco, Marquette, Mich. 
Samuel J. R. McMillan, St. Paul, Minn. 

W. E. Gill, Magnolia, Miss. 

W. C. Pegram, Vicksburg, Miss. 

Daniel Nicholson, Wesson, Miss. 

Judge Hugh K. Martin, Water Valley, Miss. 
Judge T. H. Parish, St. Joseph, Mo. 
Frank X. McCabe, St. Louis, Mo. 


Algernon 8. Paddock, Beatrice, Neb. 
W. B. Sterling, Omaha, Neb. 








Missouri— 
Montana— 
Nebraska— 
New Jersey— 
New Mexico— 


New York—H. GERALD CHAPIN, 
York City 


North Caroling: JOHN W. HINSDALE, Citizens Nat'l 
Bank Building, Ral 


North ee A. BANGS, Grand Forks. 
Ohio—WILLIAM T. McCLURE, King Bldg, Columbus. 
Oregon— 

Pennsylvania— 

Rhode island— 


South Carolina—MORDECAI & GADSDEN, 43-47 Broad 
street, Charleston. 


South Dakota— 
Tennessee— 


Texae—GEORGE Q. McGOWN, Rooms 28 & 29 Powell 
Building, Fort Wort 


Utah— 

Vermont— 

Virginia— 

Washington— 

West Virginia—MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg 
Wisconsin— 

Wyoming- 


Worth the Price. 


A law publisher advertises a proposal to give 


“The last century's law 
without a cent of cost.” 


This certainly sounds liberal. We are spend- 
ing the best part of a million dollars (besides 
having the use of copyrighted digest material 
which has cost over half a million) to present 
this body of law exhaustively and in available 
form in the Century Digest, and we feel con- 
strained by commercial considerations to 
charge a price for our work. Subscribers 
will find it worth to them all we ask for it. 
But no doubt the “law” offered for nothing 
by the other publishers is worth exactly what 
they charge for it. 


Nothing can take the place 
of the Century Digest. 


82 Nassau st., New 


Mass. 
Mass. 


at De- 





€1694b 
GES WEST PUBLISHING CO. 
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~ LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


4N UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


American LAWYER. Coun’ in paren- 
Power snd county coats ano intteated by 0° 


esentati in this list li be given 
A ted atterneve on fav © terms. 





ALABAMA. 


ing. 5 
JOHN %. PUGH, Steiner — 
Bros., bankers, Alabama N. 
the Alabama Home 
tion. Commercial practice a special 
Columbia (Henry) 
Refers = the Manufacturers’ a 
{ 


(Madison) wrence Cooper 
Refers toFiratNat. Bk andW. Rinemace, b’kers. 
Livingston* (Sam: Reuben Chapman 


* (Mobile 
on YY VAUGHAN, 65 St. Francis st. Practices 
courta, State and United States. Prompt 
tod 1 peraiatent attention given to collections 
| business. oe Firat National and No- 
pds a ge Se ational and 
People sBanks, Mobile. Else 
Hubbell, Collector and Gon (eet La 





ARIZONA. 
Mesa City (Maricopa) 
Phoenix* e 


) 
Fayeteville( Weehingion 
ayet ie ( 
f 


J 
i aban eaaaleennachiasl L. W. Gregg 
Refers to the 


Fayetteville. 

Smith* (Sebastian) 

= A. BELL. Collections, commercial and land 
law. Refers to Merchants’ Bank. 

THOMAS BOLES. Land titles, estates and collec- 
tions, specialties. Refers to American Nat.B’k. 

Clendening’ t,t e Youmans. Refer to the 


Heber* (Cleburne) omens & REED 
* (Garland) 8. by ty My 


James F. Black 
Refers to Hempstead County Bank * Hi Ark. 
Walnut Ridge (Lawrence) . Beloate 


CALIFORNIA. 





ea acto yg oy copay. 


(Sacramen Robt. r. 
San Diogo" rine” (a Ber ats & MIEAR 
( ) 
Rooms 19, 20, 23 & 24 Lawyers’ Block. Refer to 
the First National Bank, San Diego. 


SAN FRANCISCO (San Francisco) 
EMMONS & EMMONS. Attorneys for the Emmons 
Associated Law Offices of San Francisco, Port- 


FOX &@HAY Precio M waal Bid 508 Mon 
a g, 
H. Ht. fen HART ree Godkee Patlding. 
San Jou Santa Cla 


R. W. 
Salz Bldg. Refers to Farmers & ee 
Tulare (Tulare) 


Refer to the Bank of Watsonville. 
Se ic ccccccasascsccccconnsias ¥. E. Baker 


COLORADO. 


Aspen* (Pitkin)......... -.-- H. C. Rogers 
Colorado Sprin, * (El Paso 


Black & in. Collections and legal business 
solicit 


ed. 

H. G. LAING Refers to Russell State Bank and 
First National Bank, Russell, Kan ; Exc 
ae peek and hl Paso County Bank, 
Colorado 

ps aah rae 


uaa, 
oe CHARLES A. MacMILLAN, 815 to 817 m4 
Refers to First National Ban 


scrfs's BINKLEY Fatteraoe & Leg my Block. 
any ge of any court Colorado, 
First National Bank, Denver. etc. (See card 


Refers to Home Nat'l Bank and First Nat Bank. 
Middletown* (Middlesex)....ARTHUR B. CALEF, JR. 
Collections and commercial law to Farm. 
ers & Mechanics’ Savings Bank. 
Moodus (Middlesex) 
N. ack (New Haven 
fers to the Nau “yonen histional Bank. 
New Britain (Hartfo: George W. Andrew 
Refers > La Britain National and Mechanics’ 
National Ban 
New Haven* ines Hav: 
GEO. L. ARMSTRONG. 121 Church st. Refers to 
First National Bank 
Chapman & Hall, 206 Exchange Bldg, cor. Church 
and Chapel sts. 
Lynch & Doroff, First National Bank Bld Somes 
to Firet National Bank and City Ban 
Reynolds & Donovan, 42 Church st. Refer to First 
National Bank and City Bank of New Haven. 
William A. Wright, First National Bank Bldg. 
Refers to First National Bank or any New 
Haven bank. 
New London on London). . 


hn M. Sweeney 


Stonington (New on) 
Torrington (Litchfield) 
Willian wh sa 

n ome 
Windsor indoor Locks (Harti 





(New Ci 
WeOWARD GLENN "COOK, Cor. 9th & Market sta. 
Refers to National Bank of Wilmin 
Soulpwine and the Central N: 





DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON 
JOHN A. 


ashington) 
221 436 st. 
tions a 

J. W. BLA 
ences: 


Mercantile collec- 
Central Nat’) B’k. 
R Refer- 


Refers te 
, Ie, «73 Lonisiana ave 
bank in 
Bank 


cashier of 
nee “and the National 
0 
c.aitenés 1 BuakDENGURG, 02 Find SN. W. 
Refers to Second National Bank. 
TH = oe. S18 Lasteione ave. Commercial 
and collections a 


w. cron, 0,020 F at, NW. Cees as 
soe] 


National Bank 
— & KEEGIN, MeGill Bldg. Will practice 
courts and bef< Bide, wi of Congress. 


rnish 
bers of both oath Revees tC naan 20 


evi section of the coun 
WUBERT E, PECK, 629 F. ot. SW. Expat in 


FLORIDA. 
* (Franklin) ROBERT J. BOONE 
Refers to the Capital City Bank. 
Bartow* (Polk) 





Tampa* (Hillsboro) 
Titusville* (Brevard) ........-......-James T. Sanders 


~ vaomeneonen 
Refi ; anne Beak, asa, and ail leading 
ers 
business houses. 


Atlanta* (Fulton a, 
GLENN & Ri netase. 401-406 Temple Court. 
Refer to Atlanta. 


bank in 
as & er of. Grant 


HUNT & © rf 6 GoLieh Li, revit Beet 
ones fea 





) 
= ae ir, apa intelligently to 
ail Chatnces entre ted hima. Refers by 
of x. 
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Savannah—Co: 
4. LAWTON WHATLEY, Board of Trade Bldg. Real 
insurance, commercial law and mercan- 


Alex. Smith 


Refers 
Valdosta* (Lowndes) 
Waycross* (Ware).............-.... J. Walter Bennett 
Waynesboro* (Burke) ..... Lawson. Callaway & Scales 


IDAHO. 
Sowtwencunius” yy —s. R. D. 
beek & Co., Agents. Mer 
. : All Boise City 


cantie 1 tigation 
banks. 
R. D. WOLTERBEEK. Refers to Bradstreets, Salt 


Lake, Utah. 
HARRY RY $. of Bae Cite: Refers to Capital State 








ONWALTER CAN ANDERSON, 100 Washi: st. Com- 
probate law. COL- 
LECTION EPARIMENT, EXPERT AD. 
taken t re- 
References: Merchants’ Loan & trast 

Fitch & Howland, Eilsworth & Jones, 
Rand McNally & Co., cage Title & Trast 
Co. Keokuk, lowa—T. R. J Ayres & Sons, 
Keokuk Savings Bank, Commereaal Bank, 
Hon. H. H. Trimble, Gen’l Sol'r St. Loui K. 

& N. W. Ry. Co. Pa.—The H. F. 

son Co. ersford, Pa.—The Desk walter 
gh Portland Me.—The 7 re 
Providence, R. 1.— ew Eng utt 
Co. New York—The American Union Life In 
suranceCo. St. Louis—The Missouri Gass Co. 
Des Moines.—National Masonic Accident As 


BOND'S COMMERCIAL AGENCY, 1151 to 1136 Unity 
4 Commercial law and collections. 
ioe 
30S 0. MORRIS, Suite 1317 and 1318 Chamber 
of Commerce. 


wae eweecee 


Dixon* (Lee) 
Durand (Winnebago). . s. 
Difficult . Acts as 


collections , specialty eee 
collector for whebesle or Tats firms, for 
get ey 








) Andrews 
Refer to any bank in Matteon or Coles County 
Moline Island)... .. Wood, Butterworth & Post 
PU Sepcescantses ances J. B. B 
Tefrrs to the Peopie's and Second National Banks. 
W. Clendenin. 





Seem seen eee eeeeneee 


Refers to First National Bank, Paxton Bank, Pax 
ton Hardware Mfg Co., or any business man in 
Pokin® (Tasowell)......-...--...---. at ser. 
cee ee ak = the city. 
PoomENRY c.f c. PULLER po dy ry SB. RaEY. At 
ARTHUR KEITHLEY Y. M. C. A. Bldg. Refers to 
National Bank of Peoria. 





WALTER H. KIRK, Suite 4 Woolner Bldg. Com- 
mercial, and probate law spccial- 
ties. References: ~toage Ee = Merchan's' Na 
tional Bank, D er, Chi- 
cago— Estey & Camp. New York-The Bar. 

Princeton’ (Burean)............. Henderson & Trimble 
Quincy* (Adams)................... 

Refers to Ricker National Ban 
Rantoul ( TER iy LRTI 


4 

GEO. D. CHAFEE. Refers to First National Bank 
i Shelb + Ao ville. 

Walter C. Headen. Refers to Samuel W Moulton, 
founder of late firm of Moulton, Chaffee & Hea- 


en. 
Soronto Eng psagaeedenreronconesocnes W. D. Matnes 
PALMER, monurT, MAMI, ‘ 7 4 General 
attorneys B. & O., 8 and local at- 

torneys Illinois Contral n° : Ce. 
GIR wocncccccecodsecceses oe Baeeen 
Sullivan* (Moaltrie) ............ W. H. Whitaker 


a 


Refers to the ne 4 & : Farmers’ State Bank. 











7oiians av 
of Pa. RR. Co. 





Goshen* ( 
Refers to City he a Bank and Salem Bank. 
Collections Business ig residents 
given and 


seeeaeeeeenes 


(Huntington).....SPENCER & BRANYAR 
Counsel for Citizens’ Bank and refer to Huntington 











Count. ee ellen hk 
from foreign correspondents on ca 
general law practice. Notary re stenographer 


——— 
——— 


Puan 7 OFIVEGERALD, Journal Bldg. Refers to 


ronn. Ww. KERN, Saite No as Niew Stevenson Bldg. 


MORRIS, NEWBERGER & CURTIS, Commercial 
Bldg. Practice in Federal, State and Sac 








Commercial and law. Col. 
ance to 
all! a Armour & Co., Chi 
HB Claiiie Co. and Hanover Net aa ee 
ee weesecoeoccasnde 7 = .a88 PI .. 
asper (Dubois)........ ° rm & § 
Eakomo™ (Haward). “Biachiido & Graves 
* (Howard)... evener 
(7 ‘WILBUR F. SEVERSO 
Fowler National and Merchants’ Na. 
La Porte* (La Porte) evescoccececesoeses Liddle & Park 
Th acnnasemavasuatihe Nelson & M 
Morten® (Grant)............ccccce Manley & Friediine 
Monticello* (White)...........-.-- 8 & Hamelle 
Mount Vernon* (Posey)............... W London 
(Dela Decccccccccccescoes W. H. Hickman 
( veto % taffer 





office. 
. LEA 
(Mi i ncodeniisianesenn ‘Plymouth 
Terre Hante™ ( ecee A. KELLEY 
e wt to First National Bank of = Haute. 
( Decccccccesecsouseuass 
Versaillea* (Ripley )................- — ‘Stockinger 
Vincennes* (Knox)...............-.-- Jonathan Keith 
Refers to First National Bank of Vincennes. 
Wabash* (Wabash)................--...- liver Bogue 
W. (Marshall). ............-.00--- 
Winamac* (Pulaski) ...............--0-+- Nye & Nye 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
fotmase Canton coscccccscocccccooes J.C. Thompson 
Muscogee” (Greek Nation) 
= eae Collect anywhere in the 
Nowata Cone Nation).........-..- J. A. Tilloteon 
Refers to J. E. Campbell, merchant. 
Parcell (Pontotoc) ovcescodsguased James E. Humphrey 
oo ae (Choctaw Nation) 


= nee Refers to First National Bank of 
* South McA lester 
CRAIG & KELLOGG. A ttorues» for R.G. Dane Oe. 


Tahlequah (Cherokee Nation).............. f. Parks 
Refers to Bank fae * in Mayes, 


Principal Chief Cherok: ation. 
Vinita (Cherokee Nation).......... .... D. H. WILSON 


Cherekee* 
om 5% ( 


onl es, SRO TS pi age AAP D. HL. Mey serholl 
” Refer to First National Bank and 


eee emneeeteeaeeeasenee 
Perret r eee rere eee etree 





O eUMIINS, HEWITT & WRIGHT, Youn, erman Block. 
Refer to lowa National and Valles Nat’) Banks. 
DUDLEY, yg hee & BYERS. Refers to the lows 
Loan & uette Savings Bank, 

» ete. 


Trust Co. 
Home Savings & Trust 





= lOO CUT 


— FF was ws .- we Te STS! CU! 


ows Ol 
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en to corporation, 
oC. Attorneys for Des Moines Na- 
tiona) Bank. 


mena a Soles. Refer to Des Moines Savings 
A ee City State B’k of Des Moines. 
Dubacue 


Dubuque 
ae AG. T. LYON Cor. 5th & Main sts. Refer 
to First N National Bank, Dube ue; American, 
‘dame and U. 8. Express Co.'s and any Du 
buque menathetuser or wholesaler. 
Dunlap (Harrison) S0sece cocccasescacensse +.B Beoty 
* ( 


Hardin) Charles L. 
Hafere to City State Banik and Hardin Co. Bank 


weer ys Fw bieaiee MoCarthy & Linderman 
eld* lreon) vueged necdgdebesss cad E. RB. Smith 
eles te the Sed National Bank of Fairfield. 


“a Uincy ADA ADAMS, 71334 Central ave. 


adison* 
or WATSON & WEBER. A genenl 
State and Federa Courts. We lequipped ¢ Col. 














lection department. Notary and Sienographer 


in office. Refers to all Fort Madison banks, 
business houses and County officials. 
Garner (Hancock)... ............-..00- k. J. W. Bloow 





ag Hartiey State Bank and (. H. Colby & 


OOOO Rem ew eee eeeeeee 


Lenox (Taylor). . 
ay ey 
(He m) .-L. BR. 
EE PEED. 560 cccncedcossacensed 
L Sc hebidtadnccetebues sida 
adrid (Boone). . ae 


SN CRs 0656 covenuce cccoenceeedes J.¥F. 


Hewton* (Jasper)........... secceeses. W.0 McELROY 
Attorney for Jasper County Bank. Ry law 


ractice. Well equipped coli 
oy At and  pamnemend in office. 
itehel 


fers to tbe Mitchell County Bank. 





P Db ccocccesccsoccad Chaney & Hedrick 
Oskaioona* ay " -James A. Rice 
Ottum wa* ( bow ---Blake & Hall 
Pack wood (Jefferson). ..... -Send to Fairfield 
Pleasant Plain (Jefferson) ..... ....Send to Fairfield 
Preston (Jackson) ........ ----Bend to Maquohets 
Rock * (Lyom)...........0.- J.K. P. Thompeo: 
Rock V bdstccocncscsananete 0. G. 

Ref-rs te the State Bank and Farmers’ Bank. 
Rolfe (Pocahontas) ..........-....--se0s-- David Grier 
Refers to First National Bank of Rolfe. 
Shannon Gey (U wand beogwasseccceesall Send to Crestor 
"| - REPRE mee & _ 
Shenandoah (P: == aamtineGuamtiedeadand G. B. Jennin 
Refers to Gaee Nat'l and Shenandoah Nat'l Banke 
oe) sonedcccccccccoccced G. D. Weedu 
H. ‘ wn City Lirary Bldg. Refers to Secw 
ty N 
cor (lag) vin Buck & Kirkpatrch 
+ a ~ VERE) .ccccaccene 
Tama (Tama)......... o+--+e--W &. Gallagher 
PG cadsenessous Preston, Wheeler & }:«ttit 
T ~_ ae pm inpldiin sind itabidieeadl W. B. Lonthan 
peseceansnesccocece Arthur K. ana Gah 
Viltsce Giatiaenacr, A IE op ROR Gibbs 
Waterloo’ (Black Hawk). _Chas. Halliday 
Refers ae — National Bank of Waterloo 
ae t (8 
Potter. Refers to German American Loan 


& Trust Co.'s Bank, Waverly. 


Edward L. Smalle). Refers to State Bank of 


Wav =. 
Webster * (Hamiltem)......cccccss.. J. H. Richard 
West Bend (Palo Alto)............  ..... P. Becker 






































burg* seo J ay 
Hartley (O'Brien) w.P. Brings 











G. F. Humbert 


lature. Hefera to Wellington | banks. 
Winfield* ( (Crowley).. is 
Y stes Center* (Woodson)... 
KENTUCKY. 


‘éieieaaaaea Siaguaend 


ing 
Clinton (Hickman) 
Co: , Teal estate and commercial law a 


(Carter) 
Greerup* (Greenup) 
H snderson* ( 


Geo. D. Givens. Refers to Henderson Trust (o., 
Ohio Valley peaking é & Trast Co., and any 
a>. 


VILLE* ~eemuon 
D. B. BAKER, 250 Fifth st. Practice in all courts. 
Special attention given commercial and insur- 
ance law. Refers to Union National Bank and 
Rice & ees wholesale tobacco and commis- 


BARNETT, MILLER & BARNETT, Cor. 5th & Market 
Louisville 


law, 
ALBERT TraManbers. 2 Room 80, Louisville Trust 
Bldg. National Bank and 


West Liberty (Muscatine)............... >. Nichols 

Ee A.W C. Weeks 
} KANSAS. 
a = 
Anthony - 


Mayfield” (¢ (Graves) .......... = coccqcesiiien R. 0. Heater 
(Mason)... 


M (Bell) ~ sassssesenneee-Chas. A. Wood 
Mount Sterling* (Montgomery) 











ny 
Moines— es WILL H. LYONS 
Dee well s PASCMAL, Manhattan Bidg. Special ay ewport, German and First Nat'l Banks- 
attention commercial and Owensboro” Daviess) Chas. B. Rudd 





County A Refers to Merchants’ Nat'l B’k. 

Houlten* (  epenetese JAMES 4 
First Natenal Bonk of Houlton. 

ln ieniadamnanieniili JOHN L. READE 


Oldtown (Penobscot)... .... .......--- 7 Seote 
to Eastern Trust & Banking Co., Oldtown. 

Pittston (K D aweccececococesed 

Portland* (Cumberiand) ..............- GEO. F. NOYES 





Annapolis* (Anne Aruade)) ...... James R. Brashears 
BALTIMORE (Baltimore) 

HODSON & HODSON, 6 ae st., East. Com- 
mercial law a 5 Collection depart- 
ment equipped. ‘er to any wholesale 


house city. 

ALONZO M. HURLOCK, 506-7 Law Bldg. Practice 
in a)l the State and Fede: 
attention to 


ral Courts. 


Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland. 
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Guueidge (Dorohccton) oo Wa 0. Miteuell 

SRS POTS: m. O. 

‘Crisfield (Somerset) ...... Send to Princess Anne Md. 
berland* (Allegany)............... DAVID A. ROBB 


(Allegan: 
Reters to Third Ni National Bank. General law and 


Denton* (Caroline)................... Russum & 
Peamtam* (Talbot) ...0...cccncecccceces J. Frank Turner 
Sci thid Ccmpnaninasanil 
Frederick* (Frederick) .............. ‘BAKER JOHNSON 
Refers to Citizens’ National Ban 
Hagerstown* (W gton)..... ARMSTRONG & SCOTT 


Counsel for ao Loan & — a 
e* ( ordon Tull 


Refers to Savin Bank of Somerset y ater and 
Bank of Crisfiela. d 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Adams (Berkshire)....................--. N. H. Bixby 
Amesbury (Essex) .................... Jacob T. Choate 
Amherst (Ha) i a acne Send to Holyoke 
a (Worcester) .......... mt a 
ly — een oy 
BOSTON* 


(Suffolk) 
CARPENTER & TOWLE, 10 Tremont st. General 
law practice and collections. Refer to Old 
Colony Trust Co., International Trust Co and 


R. G. Dun & Co. 
re & CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections 
ry" Reference:—Freeman’s Nationa) 
hook on d Hamilton National Bank, Boston. 
4AS. WILSON GRIMES, 47 Court st. Refers ye 
Globe Newspaper Co. and 
J. B. Lewis Shoe Co. 


€. B. LIVINGSTONE, 905 Exchange Building. 
MOULTON, LORING & LORING, 3i State st. Refer 
to Old ee Trust Co. and the Globe Ne 


tional Bank. 
FRANK = vw neh & Mee Sears s Bldg. 4 y= 
law Ity. Chas. T 


oo at ‘lew, Counsel. Refer to ry 
w En d Nat'l Bank, Boston. (See card 
EADS. COLLECTION & MERCANTILE AGENCY, 
(corporation) 20 Devonshire st. Augustine H. 
Read, et vase { at Law, president, Commission- 
er of Deeds and Notary Public. Legal matters, 
depositions, collections and private investi 
tions. nefer to Continental National Ban 
C. F. Hovey & Co., Oliver Ditson Co., Jordan, 
Marsh & Co., Boston Daily Globe, L. G. Burn- 
ham & Co. and hundreds of firms throughout 
the mene 4 Large force = attorneys. 
Brockton (Plymouth).. peas Berbers H. Chase 
Refers to co National 1 















OS eee 
Easthampton (Ham D sscsacsased Send to arene 
Fall River ei cadhencasieninle ‘imre 
Fitchburg (Worcester)........... CHARLES ze «L000 
jo pene A ear ay cneeceeenecenenes — - fe 
ampshire 
Hadley of ( eee John J. Winn 
— NN i csiisbiocsdinua en aa J. F. Stapleton, Jr 
ark National Bank of Holyoke. 
Sausenee | Tesex inane cnedabuncanyekel Wy Bell 
NN EE EE SR EES B. Clark 
Lowell (Middlesex) yoo tt CONANT 
53 Centra) st. Refers to Prescott National Bank. 
Lunenburg ( Worcester) ...........-. Send to Fitchburg 
Rive codnesens scesennons enry F. Hurl 
ED. accoonees scocdaee O. H. 
RE Jease A. Taft 
New Bedford (Bristol) ............ Alex. M. Goods: 


orthan:pton* - ae ane 


Irwin 
Refer to the Hampshire Ceunty National Bank. 


phone). 


(Long Distance Te 
Berkshire) 


( es G. A. Pattie 

RS nL aaa neacsan Nathaniel J. Holden 

South _— ey Fee a pcan Send to Holyeke 
| 

—— M. BURT, 469 Main st. Collections 


omptly attended to. 
PATRICK KILROY, 475 Main st. Refers to Pynchon 
National Bank and Besse, Carpenter & Co. 
D. E. WEBSTER, 431 Main st. 
tional Bank. 


Refers to First Na- 
Williams 





orcester* ( 
RICE, KING @ RI RICE. General practice. Collection 
ae and depositions taken. References: 


ter bank or manufacturing firm. 
woop 0k WO wooo, ‘State Mutual Bldg. All Ceanches 
of legal work. Collections. jitions. Re- 


fer to any National bank in Worcester. 
MICHIGAN. 








Refers 
Brown ee (Sanilac 


Fred A. Farr 
Refers to Brown City Bank and Exchange Bank 


of D. Windsor. 
Oroswell (Sanilac).................++. Wilford Maclem 
DETROIT* (W ayze) 

WILLIAM M. JANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Mem- 


yaad + ey Law a of America. Re- 
to Gen. R. A. Alge 
SAYLES & SAYLES, 10 Butler Bidg. Commercial, 


corporation and real estate law. 
Eaton Rapids (Eaton)...................- J. M, Corbin 
Flin Ri ctieebsdcdond o¢enenceee Edward 8. Lee 
speeudstedesadstcanad E. R. Chandler 





ge (Eaton) assi 
Vice present st and attorne y State we Bank. 


Gladwin* (Gladwin).................... T. Campbell 
Grand jids* (Kent) 

BOLTWOOD & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 601-607 Michi 

fe Trust Co. Bldg. yay & Commercial 

ana —— er to Old National 


TAGGART. K KNAPPEN Nh Ol DENISON, 811-817 Michi 









gan Trust Co. Bidg. General tice. Cor- 
| ay mee commercial law and collections. Refer 
Grand Rapids National Bank. 
Hancock (Houghton)........... Dunstan & Hanchette 
Hart* _— ae ld, Mild aac da hee Winfield S. Hanson 
Law, real estate and collections. Reference: Citi- 
Hi oer de aanten) — 4! B.¢ G 
oug!  (Houg ee Ta 
 Sacccecancucdsndéud J.H 4 
‘ers to Webber Bros. B’k & ienie Sere] - 
Ironwood (Gogebic).............-.--. Belmont Waples 
REED cuccccsaceces Hayden & Young 
Jackson ( oie) penen denen ..Forrest C. Badgley 
>. von & Adams 
Anse (Baraga) i pdeeiehonkl ahaa nd to 
Cateing (Inga) aah giniade baeminenn’ WOOD & Wi 
ity ty and Ingham ream bog Sav. Banks. 
Manistee* ( Manis E. Benedict 
Marquette* ( 
Midland* (Mid M. H. 
Mount iy a patiown —-? a 
* (Muskegon) .............. ac Donal: 
Niles (Borris) Le eaanindésanenaan William J. Gilbert 
(ARIE) .00000 cc ccccceseccccee H. C. Stoughton 
Petoskey (Emmet).................-.----- Dart & 


Refer to S. Rosenthal & Son and First State Bank. 
Pontiac* (Oakland).............. .. John H Patterson 
Refers to First — Bank. 


Port Huron* (St. Clair).............. John M. Gleason 
Refers to the Beceesciels Saat Bank. 

Romeo (Macomb)................-- C. C. THORINGTON 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 





Saginaw* ( w) 
E. J. DE “pn re, many Bldg. (East Side.) 
peg 
was P je0- 
iw a epi. Refers ae National 
Bonk and —e Bank of East Saginaw. 


Prac- 


Sand Beach (Huron).............--+-------- C. L. Hall 
Sault Ste. Marie* saa wedge tned -" gg 
Refers to the ational a: of Goal 


——a 
——>= 


Redwing* (Goodhue)....... iecsuted Boynton & Stevens 

Rochester" (Olmsted ty des + nnaekbel CHAS. C. WILLSON 
Refers to a ational Bank of Rochester and to 
Hon. Chas. M. Start, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of Minnesota. 

Saint Cloud* (Stearns)............... Geo. H. Reynolds 

Saint James (Watonwan)............W.S. Hammond 

SAINT PAUL?’ ( 


TOMPKINS Fame N.Y. Life Bldg. General 

ractice. Well equipped collection depar. ment, 

fer to First National Bank, St. Paul, or 
Irving National Bank, New York. 


Saint Peter* (Nicollet) ...................- 

Stillwater aay ee a0ath Biaiy tcbene 

Winona* (Winona)..............-.-.- baat +e LEES 
Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of W 

Zumbrota (Goodhue)..............++-+-- vt i. "Farwell 






MISSISSIPPI. 
Aberdeen* (Monroe)... ........+--+---++--- G. C. Paine 
Bay St. Louis* (Hancock)............ Bowers & Chaffe 
Canton* (Madison)............--+e0+-+----- F. B. 
Clarksdale (Coahoma) ....... édecobase John W. Cutrer 
Greenville* (Washington)... ecensogsya A. LEWENTHAL, Jr 


Collections. corporation and insurance matters a 
 aney Al Refers to and attorney for the Citizens’ 


G (Harrison) 


. M. 
ers to Scranton State Bank at Scranton, = 
Hattiesbu G. W. E 
Refers 


Sk i eras ee 
Marshall) .F 






Rosedale* ( 
CHARLES ES scott & E. H. WOODS. Refer to Baak 
Rosedale, of which said Chas. Scott is presi- 


Soe (See card.) 
.-++--Horace Bloomfield 


Vicks (WwW. D ences .- Shelton & Brunini 
* (Covington). .........-.-- . O. Napier 
MISSOURI. 
Alton (Oregon) .... onengs L. P. Norman 
Boon ( : Ww L gee 
Brookfield (Lima) rbuthust 
Buffalo (Dallas) .........-..+0+++++-+-00ees- Levi Engle 
Butler* (Bates). ........-.--+-00+-eeee0es C. A. Denton 
Cameron (Clinton) ..........-.---- Turney & Goodrich 
Refer to all banks in Cameron or Plattsburg, Mo. 
Carroilton* (Carroll) ......... , Painter & Morris 
Carthage* F Dn snenmmnaeiiniie Harrison & Harrison 
Chillicothe* (Livingston)........... Charles A. Loomis 
Clinton* (Henry). ............-+-+-+- 
F P CTAREG) .ccccc.cccscccces 
tok, Dun & Go. and Taney Count — 
Gainesville" (Quark) ......ccccceccccese 
my ey for Beak of Gainesville. 
Grant ow USE pccccccecccesosecces W. 8. Gibeon 
Hannibal ( Den aaeeesadnnseiennn W. H. Fisher 
Refers to First Nat’ land German-American Banks. 
(Jackson) ............--dno. N. Southern 
Jefferson City* (Cole). ......---+----------- J.C 





, Pome $M Cc 
Refers to Three Rivers Nat'l and Firet State Banks. 
Traverse Cit r; (Grand Trav ) Gilbert 
West eee ity (Bay) .......... 
West ch* ], Comew) 








Aibert Lea” (Freeborn) ...............- P. Hi 

Alden (Freeborn) ....................-. "@. Latourell 
Refers to State Bank of Alden. 

Austin* (Mower we. peda sénbedtcnedehina ion D. Baird 

Brainerd I ca. MM ccncccccccrsswese A. Fleming 

Canby (Y¥ Medicine)........... Geo. Fi 

en xg (St. 


Louis) 
RICHARDS - CRANDALL, 514 Chamber or Com- 
merce Bldg. Collections and commercial busi- 
ness. Hig rest grade references furnished on 


RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial and mortgage 
a 2 Fg mm to any ban 

M. H. McMAHON, 21 Exchange 4 Collections 
and commercial law. (See ca 





Fairmont* (Martin). . Ward, buts & Ward 
Refer to the Martin County “Bank. 

Faribault* (Rice) ......-.....-...----e00-- L. A. Mott 
Falls (Otter Tail).......... «----d. P. Williams 
(Murray) .-.....---. ecocceccesceecce -M. E. Foley 

@ ROD ccapsccnénccestonenesans ¥F. 
Hi * (Sibley)....... «=+e0s-- W. H. Leeman 
Lake Benton* (Lincoln) ---d08. G. Forbes 
P PEE sicccvcnsconssnie” J.D. Van Dyke 

(Blue Earth) .............-. 
Minnea) * (A 


FIFIELD, FLETC ER & FIFIELD, 609-614 Lumber 
Exchange. Commercial, corporation and real 
estate law, specialties. Refer to Flour City 
National Ban or any bank or jobbing house 
in Minneapolis. 

Montevideo* (Chippewa) coeucecnstes NER Smith 
Moornead* ( Jot pedouensces 
Pine City (Pine)............-.-.-.-.- 8. G. L. "oo 








KANSAS CITY* (Jackson)....... ae * Pickard 

kaville* (Adair)............+000e++0++--- 
a (Petayette) oe cccccceccesces J. B. Shelwalter 
Macon* (Macon)............- eosseo oe % a 
Marshfield* (Webster) 

Fise Oa Nas, ‘peters to the Ultisens’ Bank. 

F e 
= uKa ib ec ccccccce Robt. A. Hewitt, Jr. 









D cocceccecesescsoncss R. 
Moberly* (Randolph). .......-- onesee Forrest i 
ate... seen ate Gilbert 
Norwood (Lucas).... ....-------.-+ 5 esses a: © 
Refers to A. L. Pope & Co. 
Platte ci * Pl yr eee D. Barnes 
® (Plaite) «2.220. cccccccesees .D. 
Bho (Butler) E. R. Lents 





: ‘Geo. P. Huckeby 
7) -eaaeeataors and Farmers & Merch- 


St. Joseph” ( TBeshenen) — em & CRANDALL 
German-American Bank Buildi 


iT. LOUIS. 
LEE W. GRANT, Suc. to Mills & Grant, 219 North 
= Commercial and corporation law. Re 
ers to American Exchan ge k, St. Louis. 

EDWIN! A: A nop, 609 & 610 Bank of Com'ce Bldg. 
Corporation, insurance, commer 

SRT prot ci pecbate law. Depositions taken. Es 

attention to interests of non-residents. 

w State Bank es Bank and Scudder- 


Gale Grocery 





* ( ee 
Unionville* (Putas) -s2ssscecees ov 
ohnson 





Refers to Bank of Rush City, Minn., and First 
State Bank of Pine City, Minn. 





H. 
—— J. CAUD' 
Refers to any bank in 
Webb City (Jasper).........e.seee- & Devore 





Tw Soa 


. dl 


°*@meec. 
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MONTANA. 
* (Yellowstone)............--seeee G. A. Lane 
ae (Gallatin) J. L. Staate 






Butte* (Silver Bow).. 

Dillon (Beaverhead)... 

Glasgow* (Valley) 
fers to Levis Bros. Bank. 





Great Falls (Cascade)............. ane & Commie 
Hamilton (Missoula)................. Robert A. O'Hara 
Helena* (Lewis & Ularke).......... Edward C. Russel 
Kalispell (Flathead) .................+- McC. Winin 
Missoula* (Missoula)................... A. L. DUN 
Refers to the Western Montana National a 
White Sulphur Springs* (Meagher)........... Black 
NEBRASKA. 
Ainsworth* (Brown).............. A. W. Scattergood 
Auburn* (Nemaha).......cccccscs-s Chas. P. Kdwards 
RUG II. « concnccccisessocuvand A. L. Bishop 
Refers to Bank of Bigin, Neb. 
Beatrice* (Ges) sbnpe ce . Griggs, Rinaker & Bibb 
Benkelman* (Dundy). J.8. Weat 


Central City* (Merric 
Columbus’ (Platte) .. . 
David City~ (Butler). 
Fairbury* (Jefferson) John U. Hartigar 
Falls City (Richardson) ............ Michael Sickafoose 
Refers to First National Bank, Falls City Neb. 





Bromont*™ (Dedge).....2c.-cccccsceess Loomis & Abbott 
Refer to the Commercial National Bank. 

Geneva* (¥i lmore)........ oseeeeeees--JOhn D. Carson 

Gothenburg (Dawson)........ ecccccccsce We Ee — 

Grand Island* (Hall),...........s000--- Chas. G. E 

a THOS. H. MATT RS 
Refers to First National and Union Banks. 

Hastings* (Adams).............. Michael ~ oe 

Hayes Centre” (Hayes).........0..--..--- 

BSeven? CERATEE). 20 cscesccascces susees Cc. ar 

OS 8 ea -Rhea Brose 

OD .. ee ne W. L. Matthews 
Refers to the Bank of Hyannis. 

Kearney* (Buffalo) ...........-..0.---- WARREN PRATT 


Refers to C 1 — Bank and Farmers’ Bank. 
coln* (Lancas' 

BROWN Ah a SUMPTER, 1127 O st. wae 

nAnWOOD, O00, AMES & Sa PRT * tad yr bone “45 First 






Madison “Mladioon eeesenidndedsatiaitl James Nichole 
Refers to First National = of 

MoCook*(Red Willow)....... ....-Hugh W. Cole 

Nebraska City* (Otoe)... ..John C. Watson 

Norfolk* (Madison).... .Geo. A. Latimer 

North Platte* (Lincoln) o@e 


oe 8. Hoagiard 
en) ne M. B. Putrey 
Omaha" (Dougias) 

A. S. CHURCHILL, (ex-Attorney General of Ne- 
braska) Suite 516 N. Y. Life Bldg. Refers to 
any bank in Omaha. 

waneee SWITZLER, Nebraska Natl Bank Bldg. 

Attorney for Nebraska National ~ k. 





DE GIG, cnscnceccocenstnasabccsne V. Golden 
Refers to First National Bank of i6iNein 
nk? CHO congnacagnocnsdneseasses Thomas L. Hall 
Pawnee City* (Pawnee)........... eecese Story & Story 
PURGE” CERIO ccccnccckectececsecces R. G. Strong 
Refers to State woe mee Pender and First Nat. ya 

Rising City (Butler)...............Send to David City 
Bushville* (Sheridan) ......-........s0.--. C. Patterson 
ENE GOED accucoccccnengetadsi E. F. Hodsden 
Seward* (Seward) .............. 8. C. Langeworthy, Jr. 
South yn (Deagias) leecadeneul Duftie * ven ao 
eaten’ CGianten) oe eccvecccccccccccese sis 3 

ayne* (Wayne). .......ccccccceseces forthroy 
West Point* (Cuming) eebtessadsetce ---- Uriah 
York* (York)... coccccececeesoesees W Bemis 

NEVADA. 

DURE TERBEOR., coc ccstaccccesteccasoce W. D. Jones 
Carson City* ne? secccecceesocs conccocese T.C 
Reno* (Washoe). . sotebahodacencobnting WET 
Virginia*® (Story). ....ccccccesee eeceeon I. W. Whitchee 


NEW  eamumepetrossince 
Geo. W 








Gorham (Coos) . 8. 
Great Falls (Strafford)........... Send to Somersworth 
Keene* (Cheshire)............. Batchelder & Faulkner 
Laconia* (Belknap)...............- Jewett & Plummer 
Lancaster* (Coos)..........-scseeess+e- 
Manchester (Hililsboro)...Burnham, Brown & Warren 
os (Hillsboro)........... pensar M 
Mowpert® (Gullivan)......cccccccccccccceces A. 8. W 
Peterboro (Hillsboro) .............. James F. Brennan 
a Se First National meat of amy gg oo 
outh ( kingham).......... illiam aine 
Rochester (Strafford)............ Send te Somersworth 
Somersworth Cues. Séatiebuesousce Wm. F. = 
Paieteld (Coos) .. Ae, 2 CORY E. 
Wolfboro (Carroll)..............0++-s00e: Ss. W. Nbtote 
NEW J ERSEY. 
Arlington ( tananeeenat oes Jersey Ci 
Park (Monmouth)........... es on 





J 
(Barlington).............. Isaac E. Antrim 
(Somerset)..........Robert R. La Mont« 

) --000+..-.-CHAS. L. as CAMPBELL 
eee. 


(Camden 
317 a st. Prompt attention .s 


Low May).......d) E. Hildreth 
ar aoneecbase 222 Ne HARD F. HENRY 
a. 





Tiemingtee (Hunterdon).............. 

*(Monmouth) ......... - Faeibemex “on KER 
Refers to Central Nati 

Hackensack* (Bergen)...........-..---- Cc 

Hackettstown (Warren) .............----- H. W. Hunt 

(H De i cane emenedl Send to J 
Hoboken (Hudson).................--- Alex. C. 
Jersey City* (Hudson)........... WILLIAM P. MARTIN 


4 Oakland ave. 
x | Rhoman (Monmonth) 
homas P. Fay (of Fay & Van Note). 
Clarence G. Van Note (of Fay & Van Note). 
uan (Monmouth)............. Parker & Pearce 
Matawan (Monmouthb).............-. 


Morristown* (Morris).............-. Willard W. Cutler 
Mount -] *~smegee nnnuhede Walter A. Barrows 
Newark 
DANIEL F. “BYRNE, 22 Clinten street. . Collections 
wittiae Pe Manin. 
New Brunswick* (Middlesex)... .. Warren R. Schenck 


Refers to National Bank of New Jersey and Peo 
ple’s National Bank. 

Ocean City (Cape May)... .-- .. Albert A. Howell 
Refers to Central Trust Co. 


Cc. | Van Blarcom 
.-Reed & yoo 
A. Dennis 





Trenton* (Mercer) 
THE MERCER a & ry ye er. = 
East State s 


ney at Law = Refer 0 Be treet Nat'l 
Bank and ma m Trust & Safe it Co. 
Woodbridge (Middlesex).....Send to New wick 
Woodbury* (Gloucester) . . -. David 0. Watkins 
NEW MEXICO. 

Albuquerque* (Bernalillo) ...... Thos. N. Mg ms 
Clayton* (Union) .........-.00-+-s+s++200- O. E. Smith 
Folsom (Union). CCR 
Las V * (San Miguel)................ Long & Fort 
Santa Fe* (Santa Fe).............-. George W. 
Bocorro* (Socorro) .......-.-.-<-«ss«++00+ J.D. Brooks 

NEW YORK. 

Albany* (Albany) . . ne man, Da Bois & Bevans 
Amsterdam (Montgome Pa eRE Sullivan & Barke 
Aaburn* (Cayuga)...... niirousdl Storke & Seward 
Batavia* (Genesee) .................-- A: thar E. Clark 
Binghamton* (Broome)... . . Carver, Deyo & Jenkias 
Brock mary bc eceanesancacees Send to Rochester 
Broo * (Kin 

JA dh . Miu, 26 Court st. Refers to Nassau 


and the German-American 
POWELL Ss DAMON. 396 Fourth st. 
Baffaio* 

CHARLES: a. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, +e a 
White Bldg, also 309 Broadway, New York Ci 
Careful and conscientious attention given 
all kinds of legal business, including collections 
and A ee Refer to City Bank and Ger- 


CLINTON & & CLARK. 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 
Marine Bank of Buffalo. 


Cambridge (Washington) ............. Fliot B. Norton 
Refers to —— Ly Rice & Co., Seedsmen. 
gua* (Ontario) ............... Henry M. Field 
Refers to afcKechnis & & Co., bankers. 
bees 3 —.-- rank T. Evans 
atin ith nnienanimmnie James B. Olney 
ae Catskill Nat'l and Tanners’ Nat'l Banks. 


Charlette (Monroe) ................- Send to ~—— 
Chatham (Columbia).. -C. E. Barrett 
Refers to State Bank, Chatham, N. a 


Coll Point (Queens) 
Gusniee® (Steu dos 


Cortland* (Cortlan ’ 
Dansville (Livingston) B. 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua).. .. Stearns & Warner 
Elmira* (Chem | CRRA, EB Robert T. Turner 
cent GEE nc wo vccccccccceces Send to Rochester 
Flushing (Queens)................ Send to Whitestone 
Fulton (Oswego) ..............-. Frederick G. Spencer 
Geneve. — ET RS EPS ‘s —= Bachman 
Glens (Warren).............- ° . Armstrong 
Gouverneur (St. Lawrence) - - ...-- William Neary 
Refers to Bank of Gouverneur. 
Homer (Cortiand)..................-- Send to Cortland 
Honeoye Falls (Monroe) ............ Send to Rochester 
a wille (Steuben).............-. Chas. Condermarn 
Hudson* (Columbia) .................-- A. F. B. Chase 
Ithaca* (Tompkins) ................... James L. Baker 
Jamestown (Chautauqua)....... .. Fowler & Weeks 
Refer to — National a 
TJohnstow u* (Fulton) ............- FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradetrost’ 8 and the Johnstown 
Keeseville (Essex)..................--+-. N. T. Hewitt 


Refers to Keeseville National Bank. 


om y 4 (Ulster) 

. G. Atkins, 43 John st. Refers to Kingston 
5 National Bank. 

Howard Chipp, 29 Estrand. Refers to National 
Bank of — 

Loch port* (Niagara oshua Gaskill 
Kefor to Bikes County National Dank and Na- 
tional Exchange Bank. 


alone (Frankiin).......... FREDERICK G. PADDOCK 
References: l’eople’s Nat’! & Farmers’ Nat’|Banks. 
Marathon (Cortland)................-. Send to Cortland 
Middletown (Orange) aneadannndesl John C. R. Taylor 
Mount Vernon (Westchester) ..Ostrander & Cra 
New GRINS .. cncnceccccceccesaged Jonathan Deyo 


New Westchester) a mensinbe John F. Lambden 


NEW YORK* “San York) 
FRANK C. BARKER, 44 Pine st. Refers to Hide & 
ational Bank 


CARTER, ‘HUGHES & DWIGHT, Suite 150-160, 96 
Broadw. (Bee 


card.) 
— aanTIN a $ & STEPHENS, 5 Eauitabl ie Bite, 

20 Broadway. (Hen: 

Martin and Amos H. &.... 
ee 7 & DAMRON (Omar Powell W. C. Dami ~- J 
y, N. Y., and 396 Fourth st., B 

P, Geusat for Gilbert Elliott Law Co and 
A gencies’ Association. 


A 
attention to litigaved cases in State and 
Deited States courts. (See card back page.) 
RUSSELL & WINSLOW, = Broadway. Consulting 
pao we : ja Loan Association, Insur- 


w. i. 
JAMES € . “SPENCER, St. Paul Bldg, 220 Broadway. 
Gen ey ce and consulting counsel. 
0 B. THOMAS Wall st. General law practice. 
Collection de ent. Consulting counsel. 
tee WELLS, 44 Pine st. Refers Lo People’s 


pay of Brooklyn, N. Y. 


Niagara Falls (Niagara)........-.-. Ely, 
Ogdens (St. Lawrence) ......-..-. J. 





Rhinebeck (Dutchess) eermance 

Riverhead* (Suffolk). ............s+-------« .J. W. HAND 
Refers to Riverhead Savings Bank and Suffolk 
County a Bank 

Rochester (M 


BROWN & “POOLE, (Selden 8. Brown, Harry Otis 
Poole) 337 &338 Powers Bldg. Practice in City, 
State and Federal courts. 


National Bank. 

JOHN R. FANNING, ben aoa Special attention 
to mercantile collections. Kefers to Traders’ 
National Bank, or any of, the City banks. 
(Ex- Corporation Counsel). 

(Oneida)....... ..-..-.... McMAHON & MASON 

Refer to First National Bank, Rome Gas Light Co., 

Rome Electric Works and Rome “Daily Sentinel. 

Rondout (Ulster) Send to Kingston 
calemnenil C 





Sarat rin D ceccarepaeas P. BUTLER 
Suagueties (White -nneea-------- 
8 ¢ Wits snoduddadenuda 
enectady).........-- Jacob W. Clute 
Schoharie* (Schoharie) cone ee _—— & Holmes 
Refer to the Schoharie County Bank. 
a (Monroe) .............- Send to Rochester 


WILLARD A. GLEN, 36-38 Wioting Block. 


a ven to collections and 
= all of the State. Refers to 
National 


WILSON & COBB Third National Bank Bldg. Re- 
fer to Third National Bank. 


Tonawanda (Erie).................---- Lewis T 
( Dicniisibnonenincdl John P 
Utica* (Oneida)............... Matteson & De 
Vi CO ee 
Warrensburgh (Warren) .............--- L. C. Aldrich 





ween ween eeee esos 


Ashboro* (Randolph) .............-.. Wm. C. Hammer 
ae of (Buncombe) 
W. E. BREESE a 3 Rooms 7, 8 & 9 First Nat'l Bank 
Bldg fers to Western Carolina Bank and 
any merchant. 


ia ( ) 
Greensboro* oe 
Practice 





yon 
Bank, 





Covington & Redwine. Pires 
—~} Heath, Morrow & Co. 
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Southern Rail Co. 
JNO. W. WINSDALE.” Rei : 
ig N.C.; H. B. Co. 
Dunham, uckley 4 Co.. 
Life Ai New York; Penn Mutual Life 
Assoc., P| el Stronss Bros. & ay 
Compiler of the Abstract of 
Commercial Laws of North Carolina in the 
AMERICAN BANK REPORTER. 


Rockingham* (Richmond)..........Cameron M: 
Roxboro* (Person) 


P.B. M 
ope oS 6S 
Collections made in all paris ef the State. 
to Wachovia and People's Notions! Banks. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
A. T. PATTERSON, ae to Newton & Patterson. 
te the — 


Bank. 
 ceeinemicamaaiieid E. A. MAGLONE 
Bank of Devil's Lake. 
eae James G. Pp’ 


A BaiMey Rooms 8&9 Morten Hak, Brad 
ly atten to. 

FRED B. MORRILI, First National Bank Block. 

Refers toFirs' and Red River Valley Nat’|Banks 

S. G. Roberts. Refers to Red River Valley Nat'l 
Bank and First National Bank. 

Grafton* (Walsh).................... Phelps & Phelps 
Refer to Gratton National Bank. 


Grand Forks* (Grand Forks) 
GEORGE A. BANGS. Refers to Merchants’ National 
2 and to Wardner, Bushnell, 


Glesner Co 
TRACY R. SANGS. Refer to Merchants’ Nat’! B’k. 
LEDRU GUTHRIE. General practice. Refers to 
the First National Bank. 





(Ashtabula) G. Willard Belknap 
Refers to Ashtabula Bank Co. & Farmers’ Nat. B’k. 
Ashville (Pickaway) G. W. Morrison 

Athens* (Athens) 
L. A. KOONS. Refers to Bank of Athens. General 
law and collections. Notary — and steno- 


grapher. Business for non-residents given 
prompt attention. 

James F. Brown. Refers to Bank of Athens. 
Barnesville (Belmont)...... ............ Petty & Crew 
Batavia* (Clermont) .............- Swing & MeDonald 
Bellefontaine* (Logan) .......... Chamberlin & Newell 
Blanchester (Clinton)................... Jos. M. Brant 
Bewling Green* (Wood)... ...... VINCENT J. WALTZ 


Refers to First Netional and Commercial Banks. 
1 law and collections. Business for mercan- 





ie h non-residents and others pe prompt 
atiention. Notary and — office. 

Bremen (Fairfield) ................. end to St. Mary's 
Bryan* (Willi. ms)....................-J0 . White 
s* (Craw tord)........... se... Edward V ollrsth 
SA J B Worley 
Caldwell* —— SS he ‘ = S Spriggs 
Cambridge* (Guernsey)..... ...... -- eo. E. tose im 
Camden ‘Preble) inne akecacseeseke Frank G. Shuey 
Canal — TES: A. J. Kittinger 


ie Block. 


* (Stark) 
SAMUEL BURGERT. Rooms 3 and 7 
courts blic and 


Practices in all . Notary 


typewriting in the — Refers to any bank 
-) 
MILLER & Ra POMERENE, Gn ye - “Se Bank Bldg. 
Carey Wan ie ~ et bank in the A Bixb: 
yandot) mos ry 
Carrollton* ( F 
Refer to the J. 
Celina* (M —— oar 
Cheshire (Gallia) 





~~ 


CINNATI* (Hamilton) 

SCOTT BONHAM, Lincoln Inn Court, 519 Main st. 
Refers to National me Bank. General 
law and collections. Special attention to in- 

‘cy and probate matters. Practice in 

State and Federal courte. — taken. 

Notary and anpagtee in 





Ciocinnati—Continued. 
WM. E. BROOKS, Rooms 15 & 16 Carlisle mite. 
Special attention to commercial liti gation, 
eana, grenee, insolvency and attachment 
ed distance telephone. Notary and 


BENJAMIN H. GOK, o Hast Fourth ot. Corpor 


ante’ National Bank. 
Refers to Franklin Bank ar 
mour Packing Co. and any 
ness house or commercial agency 
in the city. Commercial law, as- 
ALFRED GROVES, | signments, and - 
ot Satan tig. Sopa Hatha 
ston g. promptly made. Noc 
a ens — ‘ a... 
go er in office. fees 
tion charges—10% on first $100; 
5% in excess to $1,000. Us 
| division with attorneys. 
W. 4. DAVIDSON, St. Paul B Reh — Fourth st. 
General law practice and Commer- 
tigation. Refers to Equitable’ Nat'l Bank. 
— ~ LEVY, 





Chamber of Commerce buildang 
a bank, Members of 


jearing Honee. 
oTTo Attorneys Nationa 483 Jenmeten Bldg. Refers to 
Fourth National and German National Banks. 
Claims against insolvents, replevins and at- 
apenas specially attended to. Commercial 


WINKLER & ROGERS, 601 & 602 Johnston Bldg. 

erences: Union Savings Bank & Trust Co., 
& Co., M. & A. Isaacs, H. & G. 
ss olff & Co. ‘ee and arefully 
collection department. positions caref 
Corporation. 


, commercial and pao 4 


ance law. 
Circleville* renee hs taiiradintasinae -..--H. A. Weldon 
Clevelana* ovcoeme) 
— RICE, € 05-606 eg bones fe Ole 
FRANK R. ons Soak oz john 614 Society tor Savings Bldg. 
Refers to First National Bank, Standard Sew. 
ing a Co. and The Loew Filter Co. of 


NOBLE. PINNEY & LLAND, Sox ~_ Bavt 
y for 
Building. Attorneys for eland Sa: mages 


Banking Co. Refer to Cleveland MN ge a and 
Union Nat onal Bank of Cleveland. Corpora- 
tion nn hp igang al law. Sasmanenen and 
ce. 
HART, CANFIELD & CALLAGHAN, 306-309 Beck man 
Bidg. Refer to Central National Bank, Dime 
- Soa Co, A sd, LO , W.J. 
Donnell Ele vator U Co. 
we. re. PATTERSON, 201 —— Bldg. ¢ . — 
, probate and corporation law 
attention to mercantile collections. and com- 
mercial litigation. Correspondence attended 
to without delay. All business of non-resi- 
Senta ey yg oag Refers to Dime 
Savings & g Co., Cleveland; Dollar 
Savings Bank, Wheelin ‘Drag Co., Wheeling, 
W. Va.; First National Bank, Belmont, v.; 
National Collecting Co., Cincinnati ; The Bris- 
tol Mercantile Agency, Peoria, 1.; Publsh- 
ere’ ne eae; 4 — ‘St. Paul, Minn.; News 
Publishin land, Md.; The E. C. 
Penfield Co., Ce niladel hia; ‘The Lewis Com- 
mercial A gency, Allen . Wrisley Co,, Chicago. 
ARTHUR A. S1 EARNS, 815 Society tor Savings Blug. 
General practice in all State and Federal 
Prompt attention to 
— Notaries and stenographers in _ 
for depesitions. Refers to Bate a 
tional Bask. 


JAS. — ee. 204 Superior st. Commercial 
and collections. Refers toCen- 


tions. 

ens Union Nat’! B’ks and Sav. & Trust Co. 
JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 
Cleveland National Bank. 


bus* (Frankhn) 
F. F. D. ALBERY, 11934 South High st. Attorney 
= Cowmercial National Ban and Sessions & 
, Investment Bankers. 
ALBERY & DILLON, 1194 South High st. Steno- 
her and N Bank, for depositions. Refers to 
Uhio National Bank, Commercial Nat'l Bank, 
| Judge or wholesale house in Columbus. 
A & Morton, Huntington Building. 
Brinker & Brinker. 


Columbus Grove (Putnam) . eee 4 B. Killen 


ara umecerorere="- nee .-T. M. Potter 
ingiom — 
5. Guy O'Donnell. 
Cuyahoga Falls oo nanniatemambinae }. N. Russell 
Dayton* (M 
W. E. BEEGHLY, Javia iad and com 
law. (See card page.) 
GOTTSCHALL & CRAWFORD, 1 to 4 Beckel Bidg. 
Refer to all banks. 
Defiance* (Defiance).................--.- M. E. Orcutt 
De Graff (Logan) ...........00.----.00- Huston & Curl 
_—- edeescece eccceccoccos ee Reeve 
Dennison (Tuscarawas) .................. W. Elson 
— (Columbiana). ‘Grossi & Grosehane 
Eaton* (Preble)...........--....-.«.+-- HRY 
Elyria* (Lorain EERE 2a” warte STROUP 
Refers to National Bank of Ely =. 
Hancock) ..........-.....-se0e0 John Baker 


( ) 
Festal Seema S siaarenainnd 
Refers to Robbins Bros. & Co., jewelers. 
Fremont* (Sandusky) ........ cvecccecesots x 

Galion (Crawford) a 








Coee* Cae aseeet eosce-eeeee-T. E. BRADBURY 
to First National Bank. Special attention 
to Lom oony hye F gga practice. Notary and 
ce. 

ole A res -cneseumrnecge te 
Greenville* (Darke).... .........- iar: Tap 

Hamilton“ (Butler)...... epozcorss hal, HAI 
to First National Bank. Also office in Cincinnati, 
( Decccccesesecsecoess See & Gee 

aron (Sandusky)............-- eotbessenens CM 


trenton cadaneanesépheiiadion .K 
Refers to First, Second and Citizens’ Nat'l ‘Banks 
and county officers. General law and collections, 
oe or non-residents given prompt attention. 

Notary public. 

Jackson* (Jackson) ..... 





for non- 
residents given prompt attent tion. Notary in office. 


Refera to field Ave. Savings Bank and Lorain 

Savings & Banking Co. 
Malta (M ce decanoneeend Send to ay 
* (Richland) .............. JESSE E. La Dow 
specialty. Attorney tor Citi- 

zens’ Sa . 

Marietta* (Washington) ....... UNDERWOOD & LUDEY 
Refer to Citizens’ National Bank, Strecker Bros. 


and Marietta Mfg. Co. Attorneys for R. G. Dun 
oo and Snow-Church Co. a aie, 


Martinevilie (Clinton) ... --..-.A. Harris 
Marysville* (Union) .............--+++++-- . E Grittith 
Massillon* (Stark) ..............- . Volkmor 
Refers to the Union Nat'l and First Nat'l Banks. 
McComb ( x) pulawessesocssedus W. F. Brickman 
McConnelsville* (Morgan) ......... .....- H. K. Foster 
SS a... Saesee sees begun = fe! 
iamis' (Montgomery) .........-.-- y. A. 
tedlotowe (ration diandtavedsonsel A ge 4 
Minster (Auglaize) ..............- to St. M 
Mount Sterling (Madison) ebseee ‘Mitchell & Tomes 
Mount Vernon™ (Knox)............-.- & Moore 
Newark (Lick encscccsedee Felton & Fulton 
Comerstown (Tuscarawas).. ...... E. E. Lindsay 
New Philad * (Tuscarawas) .......- 2 4 it 
North Baltimore (Wood)............. W.H 
Norwalk* (Huron)...............+------+ 6 RAY CRAIG 


| mage for non residents given par attention. 
solicitor and attorney for G. Dun & Co. 
Rei ers to First National Bank. 





Ottawa* (Pw ..Charles T. Malone 
Painesville* (Lake) --- Tuttle & Tuttle 
Piqua (Miami)... .. -Jamison & Davis 
Port Clinton* (Ottawa — Pane ade 
Pt. Washington(Tuscarawas) . Send toNewComers 

Portamouth* (Sciote)........... DEVER & MeCORMICK 


“CLAMS CouLecrep in COLD BLoop. 


rs 

H. L. Beatty. ” Refers to First and Second Na 
tional Banks. 

C. D. INGELL. Refers to Second National Bank 
and any business house in Ravenna. A\1l) 
business given prompt attention, including 
probate and collections Notary Public. 

E. W. Maxson. Refers to First and Second Na- 
(ional a Ravenna. ent 

Bower je (using jonaee ocnee john W. Williams 
age L. 8. Keldow. 

Salem ‘Colum ecesescesce Sees Taylor & Metzger 

Salineville (Columbians eonsedndisaeiiannnntiall L. C. Moore 

5 GEORGE A. BLACKFORD 

All legal matters g iven prompt attention. Refers 


Sardinia ot a pieaweteeseouseenan J Cas Ww . 
Springtield* (Clark)........... ..- hn —T r 
Book walter Block. Refers to Lageean Han 
St. Clairsville* (Belmont) ............-- D. H. Milligan 
S Sere p Angiaion). andath 0 o6sbeenat John H. Koenig 
ibenville” (Jefferson) ...........--+-+--- P.P Lewes 
Thurman (Gallia) ............-..--+++ Send to Galli 
Tiffin* enon ppranecckesecosncsncsatee J. H. Ridgely 
Toledo* (L 
CHINTENDEN & CHITTENDEN, Drummond Block. 
Commercial and specialty. 


law collections a 
Refer to Ketcham National Bank, Mere rhante & 
Clerks Savings Bank, and wholesale trade of 
city in itions taken in office. 
H. C. "ADA , Refers to any bank in Toledo. 


Commercial law es ty 

HENRY S. BUNKER, e Valentine. Gen- 
eral practice in all courts, State and Federal. 
penne 8 - Holcomb ond Ke Ketcbam Nat'l Banke; 


Bradstreet Co. of Toledo. 
JOHN mf CALDER Spitzer Bldg. Gemeral law and 
collections. Business tor non-residents given 
Refers attention. Notary blic in office. 
fers to David Ro Jr., & Sous, bankers, 
ational 
u. HP PIKE, 301 


Serthora National Bank. 


General prac- 
all courts and collecti ns. Refers to the 
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MORDECAI & GADSDE 





ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 43, 46 & 47 BROAD STREE1, CHARLESTON, &. C. 
COMMERCIAL LITIGATION AND COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY. 
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Toronto (Jeffersou)..........0..--..es000- 8. B. Taylor | Haselton (Luszerne).. . John J. Kelley | Scranton—Contin’ s Lm | 
Uhricheville (Tuscarawas) .......... to Denalonp Refers to Hazelton National Bank JAS. 3. H. HAMILTON, aus Bag. ae 
Sandusky (Wyandot)............ Hi H. Newell = idebenee-. cease John } M. i, oes ful attention to all legai business. to 
Vehana™ NS REDE EE H Kenaga aqme) Dithididbesccedesesigne Hon. Alfred wy hey Pa. Supreme 
Refers to Na Bank of Urbana and Cham- atin | | RR 7 gebetene Court, Scranton ; E. F. Kerr, President 
paige Nai SS _ tingdon) Dshemnndad Horace B. Dunn First National Bank. Bedford, Pa. 
Van Wert* (Van Wert)..................-@. L. Marble | Johnstown (Cambria)..................... H. H. Kuhn JEFFREYS & HUSLANDER, Commenwealth 
Peer aaa eae hinsecancses Janius B. Kaufman Refer to Dime Deposit & Discount Bauk 
Wapakoneta* ce: A 48 North ~~ nw West Side Bank. Collections given prompt 
‘arren* (Trambuil)......... Latrobe* (Westmoreland) ...... .. rank B. Hargrave attention. N: in office. 
Washington ©. H.* Payette *} ---Geerge W. Refers to First nd Clidsens’ Nat 1B’ oe Latrobe. CHARLES H. Coal Exchange. Refers to 
Refers to the Commercial Bank at this ESE KEISER First and Third Natiunal Banks and Lacka- 
Wavetey® Me 600060200. cncces Charles M. Caldwell Reference Farmers’ National Bank of FA, x wanna Trust & Safe t o, 
Wellston (Jackson) .............. .....- A. E. Jacobse and Palm Bank of Palmyra Pa. General law | Shenandoah . a . ward W. Shoemaker 
Refers to First National Bank of bebe, 4 1 and coll. 8. Prompt attention given to busi- Refers to First Nat'l and Merchants’ Nat'l Banks. 
Wellsville (Colambiana).................. ness for non residents. Smethport* (McKean)..............-......E. R. Mayo 
Wilmington* (Clinton) ..... Slone, Martin ‘ Clevenger Lewisburg (U. abe M. Edward Shaughnessy | South ( _ peeaes J.D 
Wooster* (Wayne) .................. James E. Snyder Refer: to burg National I — | (Northumberland)......... KNIGHT & LOEB 
Refers to the Wooster National Bank Lewistown* (Mifflin). Howard O. Lan to Cochran, Payne & McCormick, bankers, 
Yellow Springs (Greene)................- S. W. Dakin | Lock Haven* (Clinton) hiiasasonsa a, R. YOUNGMAN babenny = oe MY 
Youngstown™ (Mahoning)............ J. Calvin Ewing eeeee even attention. ua (Schuylkill) .................... H. B. Graeft 
Zanesville* (Muskingum) ............... . A. Frazier we ay Dan on = 


Cnn ee nen eneeneee 


Roster & 
FRED. PFENDLE 
“e Pitts, bene District Court,Guthrie. 


Kinsfsher"{ Kingfisher). . ec eens ton & Smith 
Mulhall (Logan) saetdsdpesetnientneadaa Brown 


Refer to —_ of Mulhall and People’s Bank. 
Block low 


PE Gn cccscnesee cocsovsauinc William Rouse 
* (Clev: 


re eee eee ree 


* (Oklahoma) 
* GED edgaeecccaconcess Van B 


eee eee 


Begone” ae 


Refers to First National act 


=~ to Thrift & & Langlois, Lan angiois 


Portland™ (Multnomah).......... EMMONS & EMMONS 


Cc. H. M 
Refers to Farmers & Traders’ iatTBL LeGrande. 





PENNSYLVANIA. 


y* (A y)-...--.-..- McCready & Moore 
town* (Lehigh 


JAS. L. SCHAA , Dist. Attorney for Lehigh county. 
Refers to Allentown or Second National Banks. 
Altoona (Biair) 
LEISENRING & ATKINSON. Solicitors for First 
National Bank of Altoona. 


Allison W. Porter, Mateer ¥5R 
HORACE G. STOVER, Rooms 6 & 7, Nicholson Bidg. 
Refers Bank. 


to First National 
Ashland (Schuylkill) 00 osengeedsbdedeaeeae W.C. Devit 
Refers to the Citizens’ National Bank. 
Beaver Falls (Beaver) ............. bert L. Eberhart 
Bellefonte’ (Centre) ..................--. John M. Dale 


Bethlehem eemaiens 
Bloomsburg* — ia) 
— ville (Jefferson). HB. MeCulloag h 
(Jefferson) . 
Breskvillo” Jeberesa), _ Alexander C.&Jobn M. W 
Refer to the National Bank of Brookville, Pa 





Car ° CaRemena) hedsecueseecens James E. Burr 

Carlisle* (Cumberiand) ............. Herman Berg, Jr 
Refers to the Carliele Deposit Bank. 

Chambers! (Franklin) Eo ey F. NOBLE 


Refers to A te National Bank of Chambers 
and First National Bank of Greencastle, Pa. Gen- 
eral law and collections. Business for non-resi- 


dents given we weeeietat Charges reasonable. 
Chester (Balas E =~ ee ay 


Seen ee eeewee | tee ee 


Ouantiovtiin Payette) aaedpecucsnbeccias Wm. A. 
Coudersport* (Petter Raineoladeasitondman A.N. og 
Refers to First National Bank of Cotes. 

Danville* Baa anne A Janegesetecdinnas Kase W 
Easton* ( pton) ...... W. S. in KIRKPATRICK 


ortham 
(Wm. 8. Kirkpatrick, Ex-Attorney-General ; Mor- 


ris Oeste rere” U. 8S. Commissioner), 8 8. W. Cor. 
Emporium* (Cameron) ...............-.. C. W. Shaffer 
Bric Refers to the Firee National Bank of Emporium. 


(Erie) 

HAROLD M. STURGEON. Refers to Second Nat'l 
Bank and Ball & Colt, bankers. General law 
= a. — Ag non-residents 

receive prom 

Franklin* (Venan aon 


ational Bank of Getty 
estmoreland).. FRANK S HARGRAVE 
ene Oak ee LeaeasbestatenseeGin D. P. Packard 


W. JUSTIN N CARTER Room 2, Kelker B! Refers 
to Harrisba burg trust Co and Harrist arg Na- 


H. L. isaley, 7 7 North 3d 
st. 

8. 8. -" natenn to the 

Weite 


Mount 
General law 


in 1867. 
lections. 





Agus. 


courts. 


Carnegie B' 
uity, 
Equity 


Punxsuta 
Refers 10 


E.J.W 
A 


ROBERT P 


for non- 
fers to 


Renovo (Clinton 





the Harrisburg Trust Co. 
. Refer to Harrisburg Nat’! Bank. 


or Ww 


Refers to First Nat 
the B: adstreet Co., Philadelphia. 


PHILADELPHIA* (Philadetp: 
S$. H. ALLEMAN ‘Law firm Sharp & Alleman 
603 & 605 Chestnut st. 


sitions taken by Notary, G. U. Franciscus. 
References: New York. National Wail Paper 


wv gadn 8 Suv 4S SNYDER, 518 Washington st. 


‘and commercial 


tion and 


ness. Dete First National 


iton™ (Lackawanna) 
FRANK E. BOYLE, Burr Bldg. 
holesale house 


land) 
el (Northumberland) ...... J. E. 


and collections. Business for non- 


onal Bank, 


residents given promot attention. ae in office. 
t. Carmel, and 


Mount Pleasant ( Wesmoreland)......... Nevin A. 
New Castle* (Lawrence) .............. H. K. GREGORY 
Refers to the First National Bank. 
orristown* ( Mon‘ Raided WM. F. oeguanens 
ee 0 PUR. 6.0.c0ccctccechscceses Wm. McNair 


hia) 


Busitices established 

Commercial, insurance law and col- 
Collection de apetuene thoroughly 
References : 


Stet on 
cand & FRANCISCUS Provident Bldg. Commercial 
m law. Collection d t 


modern and well equip Depo 


WAGNER j & ee 1 Bid So. 12th st. 
Refer to Dan & to te it Mercantile 


sthebaiion 


ITTSBURG* acon’. 
McCREADY & MOORE, Carnegie Bidg. Sole repre 
sentatives of Attorneys’ National ciation 


ae ny American Lawyers 


roumptly made. 


a er to Pitteburg National Bank of 
bey ee National Coal Co., 


Pitts 


er Robertson Drug Co., 
way ‘ j MORRIS (Alvin A. Morris, Wm. A 


Long Dist. fr eleptone No. er 
real estate and prubate practice. 


department. 
Pittston ee e--=- dhe 
ee oe ) 
‘or 
sees 


eS: Bank. 
. Business for non-residents 


prompt attention. 


(Jefferson) ........ JACOB L. FISHER 
“ National Bank and Citizens’ Bank. 


law. Refer 


hitehead, Mgr. North Amer. Mercap 
, 206 Broadway, 
estnut atreet, hiladelphia. 

SHICK, 526 Washington st. 
commercial law, specialties. 
residents 
National 


Bed vencecceancesequacioty 
hans Court and 

k of Renovo. 
Fred 


im the city. 


he Bradstreet Co or ad - 


Ltd., and Wal- 


Ww. CUMMING. Ir Je 
General law 


to Farmers’ Nat'l 
and Penn ey i. Reading Trust Co. 


and ary? 
O’REILLY & D SHER. (Jas. A. O'Reilly, E. H. 
Deysher), $08 to 610 Court st. Refer to Nat'l 
Union Bank and Farmers’ Nat’! Bank, 


N.Y.; H. Mahr’s Sona, 


ven prompt attention. Re 
nion Bank, Reading Trust 
micuen ti and Pennsylvania Trust Co. | 
1, KINTNER 
an law busi- 


H. Ely. 
Refers to any bank 


Wi n (Northum Pecccce Send to Sunbury 

Ww | OPP Merrick & Y¥ 

West Chester* ( D eanesaseaceeses Alfred 
barre* ( 


Wilamaper toning illameport Pascenger Ralf 


atonal Bank Wi Will 
a © Water Co., Central Penn- 
sy Sylvania Teleplons Co, The H. B. Claflin Co. 


w. Cc. — Refers to the West Branch Na- 
— 


York* ‘¥ 
GEORGE w. HEIGES. References, any bank in the 
Prompt reports and ackno ta. 


ent ersonal attention to all matters. A division 
PL Tsedclphis or prominent business house in of fees at the fi ~ Ad 

all courts. 

A. 3. 6 u. ". “BAMBERGER, hates Building, ty ears experience 

606 Chestnut st. Commercial law. Collections. John ree: Secarity Title & Trust Bldg. 
Suter ty Cumenpustal National “Bank John & Nati 
Jaa. Dobson, John Wanamaker & City TrustCo. TT. - - 

‘ational Bank of Republic. Bright R. Paxton. 23 East Market st. 


RHODE ISLAND. 





Co.; Philadelphia, Tradesmen's Nat'l Bank ; | Providence* (Providence) 
Atlantic g Co.; H. W. Johns Mfg. Co.; BALLOU & TOWER, Industrial Trust Uo., Building. 
a Grevemeyer & Co. ; C. M Bailey's Refer to Industrial ‘Trust Co. Manufacturers 

Seen ee Hardware Co. Bank and Atlantic National Bank. 
CONARD 4 Gido TON, 435 Chestnut st. Attor- FRANK H. JACKSON, 49 Westminster si, Colleo- 
woes —_ ag “ a. General counsel and commercial litigation a . 
Refers to Hon. Chas. Matteson, C Justice 
SHRIVER: R BANILETT 4 ry co. “Gn, 435 and 437 Chest- of Rhode Island, Industrial Trust Co. and THE 
Mercantile collections. 











) - Andrew 
Refers to the Hughes County Bank at Blunt. 








MYERS & BANKS 





ATTORNEYS AT LAW, Equitable Building, Memphis, Tennessee. 
COMMERCIAL LAW, COLLECTIONS AND ADJUSTMENTS. 


LHE AMERICAN 


LAWYER. 








enececeeess-D W. March 
Temple & Gardner 


(OUX FALLS* (Minnehaha) 
=, py & VOORHEES. Refer to Minne 
and Sioux Falls onal ks. 


Nati Ban 
c. Pra CHRISTOPHERSON, Edmison-Jameson Bldg. 
llections and commercial litigation a spec- 
Refers to State Banking & Trust Co. 


jioux Falls. 
Davis, LYON & GATES. Attorneys for State B’k’g 
& Trust Co. and Sioux Falls Water Co. Refer 


ences: Any bank or + baaentes pone! r _ + 
Sisseton (Roberts) HOW. ame K 


* 


os 202-203 — = 5a Bldg. General 
commercial la 


National Be Bank, Chattanooga ee 
—_~ = ge Powder. Oo. Gan J. « D, Archbeld 


ew York Cit bee, Cin 

Rittenhouse a ketres “en aC 

Hord, ate ah ae Ateaaye” Ne 
COOKE, SWANEY" & COOKE, 300-303 Richardson 

Bldg. Pd to First and Third Nat'l Banks. 


tinued. 
JAS. *RODGE M McLEAN, 526 Market st. Corporation 
w and collections, specialties. Attorney for 
Citizens’ Bank & Trust Co. and refers to all 
banks in the city, and to Sullivan, Drew & Co. 
of New York, and The Dr. J. H. McLean 
Medicine Co. of St. Louis, Mo 


ury) 
Cumberland Gap — smeakbay J. H. 8. Morrison 
Elizabethtown* (Carter JOHN M. SIMERLY 
Refers to the People’ 8 Bank. 


IA. Stecsennce psanpecesescl Gh SOUR 
Refers to First Natienal Bank. 
Jackson* (Madison William G. Lynn 


) 
CORNICK. SANSOM & CORNICK, F yes Bldg. 
Special service ven mercantile litigations. 
—_ SOLL & ON. Corporation and com- 

ractice given special service. Refer 
‘ennessee National Bank. 

Send to Loudon 

John J. Blair 


* (Shelby) 

ERS & BANKS, pate a Members of At 
torneys’ Nation nay ted La Commercial 
Law of pny nited Law & vine ad 
tion American Lawyers’ Association, 
—— Commercial ongege =) and Attorneys’ 

gencies Association. aren page 

* (Hamblen) Shields & — 


ry 
Ww. B. — Refers to R. B. Long, Mayor. 


G 
Dallas* (Dallas) EDWIN 0. HARREL 
oe oe wa mete Exchange Bank. 
STANDIFER & EPPSTEIN 
tional Bank of Denison and Merchants 
& Planters’ National Bank, Sherman. 

Denton* (Denton) Alvin C. Owsley 
Refers to Exchange National Bank of Denton. 
Eastland* (Eastland) Scott & Brelsford 
Refer & Eastland National —_ 
) 


> (Tarrant) 
PO"GEORGE Q toy Rooms 28 & 29 Powell Bidg. 
and Mercantile Adjuster. — 
cote woe Dy to any part of the State of 


Hillsboro‘ ( F. P 
Refers to Hii Go. Nat’1 B’k and Citizens’ Nat'l B’k. 
* (Harris) 


ALLEN & WATKINS, Binz mis Refer to South 
ational Bank of Houston. 


Texas N. 
es M. Muse 


McKinney* (Collin Jam 
Refers ts Firet National Bank of icKinney. 





WERNICKE SYSTEM Eustic “BOOKA 





=e 


KCASES, 


A System of Units that Grows with the Library, 
The doors, when open, 
slide backward, over the 
books into the case, and 
are out of the way.—Al- 
ways complete, yet never 
finished. -Wernicke pays 
the Freight.—Satisfaction 
guaranteed. Agencies in 

* all leading cities; 
THE WERNICKE CO., 


venmeu BAPIUS, Mice 








Meridian* (Bosque ROBERISON & ROBERTSON 
Refer to First National Bank of Meridian. 

Paris* (Lamar) ibe & Hale 

Port Arthur (Jefferson) M. Rutan 
Refers to Mankato and First National Banks, at 
Mankato. Minn 

San Angelo* (Tom Green)... 

San Antonio* (Bexar) 
c. .< + aes Block. Refers to L. F. Camp 

Green, Judges District Courts. 
JAMES ROUTLEDGE’ Commercial and land law a 
. Refers to San Antonio Nat’) Bank. 


.«...-.J0s8eph Spencer, Jr. 


) 
to First National Bank of Siephenville 
Galphur Springs’ (Hopkins) ........-.-- A. Early 
pacer a non-residents pe ag in commer- 
matters. Refers to City National oo. ya 


Herndon & 
Guinean & CUNNINGHAM 

Provident Bldg. Special attention to comme 
law and collections. Practice in State and Federal 
Courts. Attorneys for The Mercantile Adjuster, 
Snow-Church Co., Collector & Commercial Lawyer, 
Lloyd’ s Commercial Guide, AMERICAN Bank Re- 
PORTER, AMERICAN LAWYER, Lawyer & Credit 
Man. Refer to Farmers & Merchants’ Nat'l Bank, 
Waco, and Simmons Hardware Co., St. Louis, Mo. 

Waxahachie* (Ellis)................... J. E. Lan 


Wichita Falls (Wichita)............ J. H. Barwise, Jr. 
Wolfe City (Hunt) Send to Commerce 
Woodville* (Tyler) Tom Dies 

Refers to Robert & Ried and J. B. Cruse & Co., 


Woodville 
UTAH. 

Brigham* (Box Elder) ............-...--. J. M. Coombs 
——. 0 re A 

ien* (Weber)............... - ..George McCormick 
Provo* =. 8. K. King 
Salt Lake* (Salt Lake) 

BOOTH, LEE & GRAY, ~y floor Arerbach Block. 

Commercial! 


especially. 
JOHN W. BURTON, Geome 11 & 12 Eagle Block. 
— to Utah National Bank. liections 


enaku sles ace: made and ee ck Bldg. 
MeCoruick & Co., bank 


Attorney for ers. 
SHEPARD & SANFORD, Commercial Block. Com- 
mercial and ion law a specialty. Refers 
to Commercial and Utah a Banks and 
The Freed Furniture & Carpet Co. 


VERMONT. 
tea f (Grand Isle) 
Barre (Washin 
Bellows 


oe (Chittenden) 

VERMONT COMMERCIAL & vy -~ «© AGENCY, 
= Aen 2 st. Powell Pow attorneys 

ow ey oor Collection’ vigorously handled. 
ee 3 Trust Co. 

East Fairfield (Franklin Send to St. Albans 

Enosburgh Ce) 

F ( klin) 


Sheldon (Franklin).. 
St. Albans* ( 
Refers to Weldon National Bank, St. pd, 
St. Johns! 
Woodstock* (W French & Southgate 
On ce ng 





Eastville* Batten ton T. B. Robertson 
Refers to L. E. umford, banker, Cape —— 


Fredericksburg Spottaylvania) .... e& 
Harrisonburg” 0) TOU E. nonce 
ames H. Guthrie 


alifax) 
fers to od of Halifax at ‘his mepee. 
on" (Rockbr —-- W. A. Glasgow 


ian EOMUNDS. Commercial Jaw and collec- 
tions. Foreign business a specialty. Refers 
“>, ~ we Bank and People's Nat 1 _ 
eT (¥ B. H. E 
Manassas* renee Creines William) ........ L. A. Larkin ¥ 5 
Refers to the National aah ¢ of Manassas. 
Manchester* (Chesterfield). . ; enone P. Pool 
Matbews* (Mathews) B. Donovan 
Refers to Merchants’ Nat'l Bank , Hichinond Va. 
N News* (Warwick).............R. G. Bickford 
Norfolk* (Nerfolk) 
NEELY, SELDNER & WARRINGTON, 230 Main st. 
Commercial. collection, probate law. _Liti- 
ion. Refer to any | bank. 
THOMAS JEFFERSON RANDOLPH, 125 Main st. 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to 


* (Henrico) 
W. 0. SKELTON, Chamber of Commerce re, Bag 
Corporation and commercial law. Refers 
Citizens’B’k and J. L. Williame&Sons, bankers. 

Johnston, —— & Johnston 


Warsaw* (Richmond)................- J. W. Chinn, Jr 
Winchester* ( Fred :.John J. Williams 


WASHINGTON. 


Colfax* (Whitman) -«+---Craven & Canfield 
on bg (Colmmblad ......ccccccccccccesccce. C. F. Miller 
ew Whatcom’ (Whatcom) . Jeremiah Neterer 
North Yakima’ (Yakima)..............- S. C. HENTON 
Refers to the Yakima National Bank. 


(Spokane) 
es 4 po ee Ly 2 National Bank Bldg. Re 
National Bank. Collections 


prom romp pe attended to 

JAMES OOL, First ‘Nat'l Bank Bldg. Repre- 
senting Whitman, Stevens and Spokane Coun- 
ties. Immediate answers to correspondence. 
Refers to Old National Bank. (See card.) 

DANSON & HUNEKE, Granite Block. Commercial, 
real estate and probate law. Collections. 


* (Pierce) 
—S ——— = Sapertor Co Block (Ex- 
wi upreme ior Courts. Refer 
to Leeden & San Francisco Bank. 
ae | ‘’ “EASTERDAY, Bernice Bldg. 
any bank in the city. 
Walla Wall (Walla Walla) 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Addison* (Webster) 
Buchannon* A sera 
Bor itefere. 103 to 3 Bank of M Ad 
‘ers edbenans of Mann 
* (Kanawha).... Brown, Jackson & Knight 
Charlestown* Jefferson). Forrest W. Brown 


(Harrison) , 
(Marion)...... ccccccccccee--A. B. em | 
; j. L. HECHM 


p= hs to the Grafton Bank. 
Huntington* (Cabell) ese. Vinson & Thompeom 








ea oS 


on" 


FF? £7? &F& os rF Sa & 
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= — — 
Jackson C. H.* (Jackson) ..............- Warren Miller " Windsor* (Essex) ...................- Ellis & Ellis 
burg* (Berkeley) ...............- J. M. WOODS A WYOMING ‘ Peta ticnonaitostireed * 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. General law | Basin City* (Big Horn)................. . W. §. Collins PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 
and collections. Business for non-residents given | Buffalo” (Johnson)...........-.-...---- C. H. Parmelee 2 Penn-cecase FRED W. L. MOORE 
prompt attention. Casper’ (Natrona)..........--..-.--..++- C. B. Bradley Particular BS marr to collections in all 
Montgomery Segoe Se eae pee 6 Baber = ay’ A oe Charl yt ma the Province. Refers to Merchants’ 
ers to or, and count cials. epoaes ces ce - “aurer | Summerside* (Prince)..............-..--- 
dsvillle* (Marshall) ri a st: ae _W. Ritz Evanston" (Rakes ncnccscccceccces Leroy H. White Jan E. Bel 
pon iartineville” (Wgteed iiss ig j. W. NEWMAN | Lander* lave tadsog edéoccessescccscs AY: Fourt ‘ii sn QUEBEC. 
*"Collectin as t era to The New Mar. | MATAMIC’ (AIDENY)..... ~~. 0---+-a0000-- ville ( Packshhecseneictenssecool L. Joubert 
tinsville Ban James Hill, Mont Burrous, Levi | Newcastle (Weston)..................--. Caigge Bese Refers mpg rere Richmond, Que. 
Oblinger, L Rosenberg, Irvin Ober, B. ¥. Morgan, ee ss scbladcadudetcoteka MONTRE nen on 
Rew) rare Sheridan’ (Sherian)..s---.---..-.-i % Younbangn |  SURNOUGHS 8 6 BURMOUGHS, Rooms 612, 613 and 
JOHN F HUTCHINSON. Refers to First National | S224ance (Crook) ....--<.--0 o-oo -saeee at MARTIN HONAN, 12 Place d'armes. Refers to Peo- 
Bank. Attorneys for Balto. & Ohio R. R. Co. ’s Bank of Halifax, Quebec, and —— & 
Balto. & Ohio Southwestern R. R. Co., Martin- CANADA erroux, bankers, Montreal; Henry 
dale Mercantile AEs GS Chicago, Bonds Com s prietor of 5: . Lawrence Hall, Moatreat 
mercial Agency, C United Law & Col- NEW BRUNSWICK. MAcMASTER, MASTER & MACLENNAN, the —— St. 
lection c — N.Y., Deering Harvester Co., Chi- Fredericton (York ps +. Ra ters. &c. Cable 
cone. y and stenographer in office. Moncton (W SEER) 200. addr ontreal. 
Lome 3 aw wh ATSON. Refer to the Second Na | g John* (St. John).... aan ea . Canada 
St. Stephen ( (Charlotte) 
MERRICK asi SMITH. Commercial, corporation and M.P., Perey C. Ryan Victor 
Refers to the Bank of Nova Scotia. ’ 
insurance law. Real estate litigation. Col- bs E: Michal Edouard Surv. ‘Surveyer. 
lections - hout West Vir nia and South. Woodstock* (Carleton)........ Fisher & A. B. 


= Ohio. Refer to Parkersburg and First 
ational Banks. (See card, back page.) 
woars & PETERKIN, Fourth & Julianasts. Refer 
Second National Bank. General law and 
calle tions. Business for non-residents given 
Someye ottes attention. Notary public. 
Van Pvin & Ambler. Rafer to the Parkersburg 
Nat onal and First National Ban 


Petersburg (Grant) .............. Reyuolde & Forman 

Point Pleasant* (Mason)............... 4. S. SPENCER 
Refers to Merchants’ National k. 

Ravenswood (Jackson)................ w. C. PRICKITT 
Refers to Bank of Ravenswood. 


Refers to W ood County 
k, } ee W. Va. 


A. J. Porter. 
Sistersville* (Tyler) ................- Robt. L. Gregory 
Wayne* (Wayne).. -J.T.G 
ers to First National Bank of Ceredo, Ww Va. 
Weilaburg* (Brooke)......... .....- W.M. Werkman 
Wheeling (Ohio) 


T. M. GARVIN. Special attention given to organiz- 
ing corporations under the laws of West Vir- 
ginia. Prompt and careful attention given 
commercial litigation and collections. Chief 
counsel Garvin Mercantile Agency, Chairman 
of the Committee on Judiciary of the West Vir- 
ginia Legislature. Refers to Exchange Bank. 

8. G. Smith. 1421 Chaphine st. 

Williamson* (Mingo) heppard & Goodykoontz 

Refer to Wm. O’Brien, eget 





WISCONSIN. 

Antigo (Langlade) .................- C. Werden Deane 
ers te Bank of Antigo and —— Co. Bank 
4 * (Outagomie) ..............-- D. Ryan 
d * (Ashland) .........000..-cecces D. E. Riehter 

Baraboo* (Sauk)... .........-ccesesseeess F. R. 
Beloit (Rock) oseerececccccess +5. W. Menzio 
CD, snsccach |. neceot William E. Howe 

Refers to Bank of A. J. Pipkin at Boscobel. 

wa Falls* (Chippewa)....... Jenkins & Jenkins 
WP EOWA) .c0c00c..cocccccecese Reese & Miller 
Kau * (Ban Claire) .........-- GEORGE C. TEALL 


— of Eau Claire. 
.-Colman & Parkinson 
Green Bay* (Brown) 


Cady & wy Refer to the Citizens’ National Bank. 

John C. & C. Neville. Refer to Green Bay 
Water Ge. 

Sheridan & Evans. Refer to Citizens’ National 
and Kellogg National Banks. 


Janesville” (Rock) 
FETHERS (0. H.), JEFFRIS (M. G.), FIFIELD KE: Le 
MOUAT (M. 0.) Attorneys for First National 
Merchants & Mi 7 


Special collection corement. 
Kenosha* (Kenosha). ... TER a —— 


Pfand 

(Marinette) .............. Quinlan & Daily 
Refer to First National and Sitglenoms National 
Banks of Marinette. 


MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 
AUSTIN, HAMILTON & BADING, Germania Bidg. 
Commercial and corporation law. Keler to 
First Naticol Bank and Second Ward Savings 
Bank, ee 


Connell 
ova Scotia and People’s Bank 


Refer to Bank of 
of Halifax. 


NEW FOUNDLAND. 
St. Johns (St. Johns).................. Kent & Howley 


NOVA SCOTIA. 
Amherst* (Cumberland).. soceeeageenen 
Annapolis Royal" (Annapolis) ........ Wm. M. 
HALIFAX* (Halifax) 
a. — & Chisholm. Attorneys for Bank 
HARRIS. WENRY & CAHAN. abet E. Harris, 
. ¢; William A. Henry, L.L.B.; Charles 
Cahan, L.L. B) ) “Solicitors of Merchants’ 


and Union Banks of Halifax. Collections ; 
a marine and admiralty practice ; 


Lunenburg. g, (runenbarg) 
esley. Refers to Halifax Banking Co. of 
o me a . 
arles e fers to Lunen A 
of the Merchants’ Bank of Halifax. aed 
New Glasgow (Picton) .... Fraser, Jennisen & Graham 
Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia 
Parrsboro (Cumberland) ....... ...... .....- Cc. S. Muir 
Springhill aaah. iene Send to Amberst, N. 8. 
Stellarton (Picton) .. .......Send to New Gl 
Sydney* (Cape Breton).......---.. A. 1. G. MacECHEN 
Commercial law and commercial correspondence s 
specialty. Refers to Merchants’ Bank of Halifax. 
Trure* (Colchester) ...Lengworth & sooo 
Westville (Picton) «-+--e---- Send to New Glas 
Yarmouth* (Yarmouth)......Sandford H. Pelton, Cc. 
Boston Marine Bldg. ‘Refers to Bank of Yarmouth 
and Exchange Bank of Yarmouth. 
ONTARIO. 
Barrie* (Simcoe). ........ .- Donald Ross 
Refers to Agency Bank of Toro 
Belleville* (Hastings)....... WILLIAM N. PONTON 
Vice-Consul of the U. 8. Refers to Merchants’ 
Bank of Canada and City and County officials. 
Chatham” (Kent)...... 7 William H. Robinson 
cies Canadian Bank of Commerce 





and Bank of Montreal. 

Gee CP once cece cc esccss «+ cccess W.dJ. Millican 
Solicitor for Imperial Bank of Canada. 

Hamilton” (Wentworth) ............ Chisholm & 

Kin 6, eS Francis 
London (Middlesex)..................-- W. 4H. Bartram 
99 Dundas st., West. Refers to Molsons Bank. 

Ottawa (Carl 


ton) 

MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON & McGIVERIN. Barris- 
ters, tors, etc. Supreme Court and De- 
partmental Agents. Reier to —_ a. 

Seaforth (Huron) .. .....-R. 8. Hays 
Refers to the Dominion Bank. 

St. Catharines* (Lincoln)............. Collier & Burson 

TORONTO* (York) 

BEATTY BLACKSTOCK, wag yoy & 
RIDDELL. (W. H. Beatty, T bs Black- 
stock, Geo. Tate ey Qo W MW allace 
Nesbitt, W. R. Riddell, 
Thomas Percy Galt, Wm. H. Brouse, Da 
Fasken, A. Monro Grier, H. Armstrong, R. 
McKay, C. W. Beatty.) Solicitors for Bank of 
— 2 Beard of Trade and B. G. Dun & Co 

gency), New York. 

Ww. s BENTLEY 4 CO. Refer to Law Society of 
Upper bee Commercial law and cellec- 
— a a age 

Ww. J. Traders Bank Building. Specialty 
Commercial law. Refers to A. E. Fee, 

Trusts Corp’n of —— i. 

LaLa k KAPPELE & NELL, 

tors for Imperial pane of Canada. 
EDWARD MEEK. Mail Bldg, Cor. King & Bay ste. 
ter, soliciter, notary pubiic, &c. 

R. S. NEVILLE, 18 & 20 King st., Weet. Barrister, 
Solicitor, Notary Public, Commissioner for On- 
tario, Quebec and Manitoba ; Solicitor for Pub 
lishers Commercial Union New York &Chicago; 
Merchants’ Legal Association, N. Y.; Inter- 
nat‘onal Coilection Association, Western News- 
paper Union, American Newspaper Publishing 
Association, &c. Refers to a1 iy- Q. Nao 
Editor Law Repo rts, Toronto; J.8 Fullerton, 
Q. C.. Counsel Tor the Corporation of of the City 
of Toronto; Messrs. John Macdonald 





JOHN F. BURKE, 395 East Water st. Mercantile 
collections and commercial law, specialties. 
(See card.) 
ee rer Morrow & Lynde 
Refer to Citizens’ National Bank, Green Fay, Wis. 
* (Winmebagy)............-. Hume & Oecellerich 
118 Main st. 

P CREED. ccccecccccccceescccese E. 8. Baker 
BrOMUSS CPTIOS . oocscccccce.csccsscce G. E. Schwindt 
Refers to Commercial State Bank of Medford. 
Racine* (Racine)............... wndienel ..John W. Owen 
Stevens’ Point* (Portage).............--- J. Wavranek 

( Dive cipidiadocnseceu See West Superior 
Virequa* (Vernon).........-.-..--<--- C. W. Graves 
‘ers to the k of Viroqua. 
Watertown (Jefferson)........... William H. Woodard 
wv, Refers + fhe of W wh. 
Supaca* (Wan J RSRE ay -Lord & Wheeler 
Wausau Hurley, Ryan&Jones 


Superior (Dougiaa)......-.0«. . Winsor & Winsor 


Qaebec* Sd entland & Stuart 
pgs Someta 





Y. Sepulveda, Box 476 


ENGLAND. 


IN (Middlesex 
MNO. BURKE HENDRY, 7 New Square, Lincolna. 
Inn & Mores Passage (opp. = Courts) Carey 
street. (See card front pie cn ati 


JAPAN. 
YOKO 


GeORee H. SCIOMORE, Counsellor at Law. Gen- 
practice. Patents and trade marks. 





Bargains in Typewriters. 


Business men can save much valu- 
able time by using a Typewriter. 
You will not be without. one after- 
once using. We furnish Kem! 

Smii d all 





ee. machines 
reduced prices. Will send machine 
in to trial. Standard machines 
= rented at $3 monthly. We also ex- 
change and buy for cash. D 

cabinets and roF alls at reduced _—— Send postal for 
illustrated | 

Weare also headquarters for the “ American Standard 
Pitman n Shorthand oa Publications. *—Price list free. 


Address Consolidated Typewriter Exchange, 
245 Broadway, New York City. 














You Can Become an Expert Book~ 
keeper at Home Without the 
Aid of a Teacher, at a 
Cosi of of Only $3.00. 


F.XPERT BOOK-KEEPING trite new 


and improved book which we have just published 
The latest, Dest, and most reliable and most complete text 
— on book-keeping ever issued. Written by a veteran, 
accountant, who mt forty years of his life at the 
es twenty be devoted to expert work. “ Ex 
Book-keept ng treats every class and condition of errors, 
and gives pl: ractical —- les in figures for their solu- 
tion. “Expert k-keeping 
to discover the hardest errors 
find. “Expert Book-keeping” “is intended for all classes. 
of le, from young, would-be book-keepers up to and 
inc'w old, Sees accountants. as well as mem 
bers of firms who desire to be able to know and ascertain 
for themselves the exact castes of business at any time. _ 
commences at the very rudiments, and by easy 
ries the student up to a complete and thorough onder. 


Ps guaranteed to show how 
a book-keeper ever has to 


while each department 
ghan the price of the ave = 








& Co..| 200 Pages. Price, Postpaid, $3.00. 
whetnesle, 277 ee re hante. Lutaai| STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 
patent law. 29 Murray Street, (P.0.Box4il) New York, 
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_ RELIABLE ATTORNEYS, 


~~ 





~~ 


CALIFORNIA. 


EMMONS & EMMONS, 


Attorneys at Law, 


Les Angeles, San Francisce, Cal. 
Portiand, Uregon. 











COLORADO. 


Foreign Business a Specialty. 
CHAS. A. MacMILLAN, panveEn, 
Attorney & Counselor, 0012. 

$15-17 Ernest & Cranmer Bldg. 

Collections and Commercial Law a Specialty. Personal 
attention given Collections and adjustments anywhere in 
— REFERENCES : 


First National Bank, Denver, Colo. ; 
Co., Baltim: Md.; Investors’ Securi 
Mass.; Aitna Life Insurance Co., Hartford, Conn. 


Depesitions Taken. Notary Public. 





Fidelity & Deposit 
It Co. Beneen, 








ILLINOIS 


JOSEPH 0. MORRIS, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Suite 1317 and 1818 Chamber of Commerce, 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


Commercial, corporation and real law. Special ex- 
CUNT: innchedeay duigpilan ane otpemtanentn. = 


: Bankers’ National Bank, Washburn 


@ Moen Mtg Co. and Hib 8 Bartlett & Co. 
oen cer, ’ 
Chicago and special —¥ U7 B—. FES 











MASSACHUSETTS. 
BOSTON. 
FRANK G. NESBITT & CO., 


(Member of Attorneys National Clearing House.) 


Mercantile Law and Collections a Specialty 
CHAS. T. COTTRELL, Aity at Law, Counsel. 














a4 Tr National Bank. 
Boston Reference : ; jordan, March ce” 
New York Biscuit Company. 
MINNESOTA. 
M. H. McMAHON, 
Attorney at Law, 
21 Exchange Building, DULUTH, MINN. 


Member of the Attorneys’ National Clearing House. . 


General Practice in all Courts—State and 
F ral. Collections and Com- 
mercial Law a Speciality. 


We guarantee prompt and careful attention to ali 
matters sent us in Duluth or Northern Minnesota. 
Remittances .nade on day of payment. 


Large Experience in Collections, Assignmen Bank- 
ruptcy and Kstates. on 


Refer to any Bank or Business House Duluth. 
Depesitions Taken. Netaries in Office. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
CFAS. SCOIT & £. H. WOODS, 


Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 











Refer to Bank of Rosedale, of which said Chas. Scott 
is president; Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. 
Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Court Judges of Mississippi. 





NEW YORK. 


CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 








WaLTEE 7 Suite 150-160, 

Epwaxp F. Dwienr. 96 Broadway 

ot yon 6 Wall Stree: 

Groner W. ScHURMAN. NEW YORK. 

Counsel for Western National Bank; of Counsel for the 
Chemical National Bank. 





POWELL & DAMRON, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
206 Broadway, NEW YORK. 


Practice in State and Federal Courts. 











OHIO. 
SAMUEL BURGERT, 


Attorney at Law, 

CANTON, - OH10. 
PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. NOTARY PUBLIC, 
Collections promptly attended to. 
REFEKENCE; ANY BANK IN THE CITY. 


W. E. BEEGHLY, 
i ATTORNEY AT LAP, 
16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 


References :—Third and Winters National Banks. 














SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M' ORDECALI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43-47 Broad Street, Charilesten, S. U. 


PRACTICE IN THE STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS 


Special attention given te Collectio Rea: 
Estate, Corporat on, Commercial and lneure 
Attorneys in South Carolina for Postal Telegraph Cabie 
C ;. Plant System of Railways; Charieston City 
; The & TrastCo. Baltimo! 
Md. ; AL ; Bank: Company of 
United Btates 








of Louisville, Ky.; First nal 
Miller & Co Bal other 
fitter 6 Co, Sabeipore, ot ony 








WASHINGTON. 


JAMES W. COOL, 


Attorney at Law, 

First National Bank Bailding, 
SPOKANE, WASH. 
Representing Whitman, Stevens and Spokane Counties. 
Immediate answers to correspondence. 
Reference: Old National Bank of Spokane. 











WEST VIRGINIA. 
Cc. D. Merrick. Levin SMITE 


MERRICK & SMITH, 
Attorneys at Law, 
PARKERSBURG, WEST VIRGINIA. 
a: Corporation and I 


nsurance Law 
Litigation, Collections throughout West 
Virginia and Southern Uhio. 


Practice in Federal Courts. Court of Appeals and in 
Counties of Wood, Wirt, Ritchie, Jackson mm Pleasants. 


Refer to Parkersburg Nat. Bank and Furst Nat. Bank. 








NEW JERSEY. 


CHARLES L. R. CAMFBELL, 
Attorney at Law, 
317 Market Street, CAMDEN, 8. J. 
SOLICITOR IN CHANCERY. 


MASTER IN CHANCERY. 
Prompt and personal attention to all legal business. 











JOHN F. BURKE, 
Attorney and Counselor, 
395 East Water St., MILWAUKEE, W18. 
Mercantile collections and commercial law a specialty. 


References: First National Bank and Shadbolt & 





— 
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J. HERBERT SHEDD, A.M., C. B. 
Engineering Expert, 

oa 7 ti Water, ye 

Works, Land the development and utiliza. 

tion of Water Power, Munici Problems, etc. 

| he the noted Providence Water Works 

ce Sewerage. Court cases thoroughly 


” PLO. Ad ress, Previdence, R. }. 


THE. BOOKCASE THAT GROWS. 


S YOUR LIBRARY CROWS. 
The Sunnyside Extension Bcokcase is made 
in sections easily taken apart and put to 
gether, or enlarg d at any time for a small 
expense to any capacity. The reatest, 
cheapest and most convenient 
shelving for any sized li ° 
Write for descriptive circular and price. Address 
SUNNYSIDE BYOOK CASE CO., Girard, Pa, 


1870. 1898, 
«+ T wenty-Ninth Year... 


THE ALBANY LAW JOURNAL 


A Weekly Record of the Law and the Lawyers. 


This sterling Law Periodical which, on the ist of 
January, 1898, enters upon the TWENTY-NINTH 
consecutive year of publication, holds a de- 
servedly high piace in the estimation of the pro- 
fession. For more than a quarter of a century 
it has stood among the foremost periodicals of 
its class in the world. It will better and 
brighter than ever in 1898, under the present 
new and progressive SS. All the old 
features which have contributed so much to the 
Journal's pepeeey in the past will be retained, 
and new onesadded. Nop ve, up-to-date 
lawyer can afford to be without it. 


THE GREAT LEGAL ROMANCK, 


and 
Pre 


system of 





A LIVING DEAD MAN; 
Or The Strange Case of Moses Scott, 


Will be begun in November. It will be published 
as a supplement, book-size page, and can be 
bound separately. The story, besides being 
intensely interesting to every lawyer, will be 
well worthy of Permanent preservation. Don't 
miss it! 

As an inducement for new subscribers, the 
JourNAL will be sent FREE, until Jan. 1, 189%, to 
all who pay now, in advance, $5 for one year's 
subscription, beginning on that date. 

Send in your subscription now, and get the 
benefit of this liberal offer. 






















OW IS (he Time 


you should be getiing ready 
to endure the strain of winter 
business monotony. Bicycle 
exercise does the business—it 
cheers you up, braces you up 
and puts you in condition. Co- 
lumbias are the best — don’t 
wait until next year, buy now 
and get the benefits of this 
year's riding—you won't regret 


(897 Columbia Bicycles 


Standard of $] to all 
the World. alike. 
Hartford Bicycles, better than any ex 


cept Columbia, $50, $45, $40. 
POPE MFG. CO., Hartford, Conn. 


If Columb'as are not represented in 
your vicinity, let us ° 




















The Albany Law Journal Co., acsany,n.v 
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